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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE ORDINARY REQUISITION on the sale of real property 
asto whether the vendor or his solicitor is aware of anyin- 
eambrance, &c., not disclosed by the abstract, sometimes, 
places the solicitor of the vendor in a rather embarrassing 
position. Not only is he exposed to liability in conse- 
quence of his answer, but he often feels difficulty with 
reference to privileged information. It will, therefore, be 
satisfactory to know that Vice-Chancellor Hall has lately 
decided, on an application, made at the instance of the 
Incorporated Law Society, under the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 (reported in another column), that 
the vendor’s solicitor is not bound to answer this requisi- 
tion. Ifthe profession take advantage of this decision, 
it will become a common form either to refer the 

haser to the vendor, or, after communicating with 

vendor, to answer the requisition by stating that the 
vendor says he is not aware of any such incumbrance. 
The former method will be the safer for the solicitor ; 
though in most cases the answer will not be of much ser- 
vice to the purchaser. 





We cannot sax that we looked with any sympathy on 
cither of the attempts upon the Judicature Bill which 
filed on Tuesday night. Mr. Watkin Williams’s 
amendment, if successful, would have led to an appalling 
amount of useless litigation upon such questions as 
«whether this or that general rule was wltrad vires 
or not—whether a provision enabling a judge to 
order an amendment at the trial, or to direct an 
action to stand over with liberty to amend, went to 
substance or procedure merely—whether a general order 
ould or could not validly direct that a given class of cases 
(ay collision suits) should not be brought before a jury 
Without special leave of the court—et hoc genus omne. 
The introduction of any new system must of necessity 
give rise to a good deal of uncertainty, and therefore of 
litigation, on questions of form; but it ought surely to 
be the object of every one to minimize this evil, instead of 
going out of our way to aggravate it. Besides, 
We entirely agree with Mr. Osborne Morgan, that if the 
judges are not fit to be trusted with the power of mak- 
ing rules for the guidance of the courts generally, they 
are @ fortiori unfit to be entrusted with the administra- 
tion of justice between man and man, We do not 
wderstand the feeling which seems to prevail in some 
quarters (notably among the common law barristers in 
the House of Commons), that the judges are a set of 
half-tamed elephants, very useful if carefully shackled, 
but dangerous if entrusted with anything like freedom 
of action. That this feeling has a historical origin and 
basis, we believe ; but itis none the less irrational in 
modern times. 

. Lopes’ amendment would have been, we think, 
ven more mischievous. We are not very enthusiastic 
advocates of trial by jury in civil cases under any circum- 





stances, but there is no part of the system which seems 
to us more mischievous than the rule which renders every 
trial abortive where the presiding judge has made any 
slip, however trivial or immaterial, in regard to the ad- 
mission or rejection of evidence, or in directing the jury 
on the law. The theory seems to be that the jury are a 
set of impulsive children who must be strictly guarded 
from hearing or seeing anything not strictly proper to ve 
laid before them, because, so illogical and helpless are 
they, it would surely mislead them even though it ob- 
viously had no bearing on the case. In our opinion one 
of the most substantial improvements which the Act will 
introduce is the one in question, and we heartily con- 
gratulate the public and the profession that in this par- 
ticular the Bill has escaped mutilation. 





Tue Hovuse or Lorps has this week decided that, 
according to the present law of this country, a person, 
finding himself insolvent, may realize and distribute his 
assets among his creditors according to his own view of 
their deserts; and that, although he is madea bankrupt, 
or files a petition for liquidation, the next week or the 
next day, the Court of Bankruptcy must restrain itself 
from giving way to its old-fashioned notions about an 
equal division among all the creditors, and must be con- 
tent with administering so much of the debtor’s estate 
as he has chosen to leave unadministered by himself. 
This is a startling statement; but any one who will take 
the trouble to read the case of Hx parte Butcher, In re 
Meldrum (reported in L. R. 9 Ch. 595, and more fully in 
22 W. R. 721, where the judgment of Bacon, C.J., is also 
given), must, on hearing that that decision has been 
affirmed by the House of Lords, admit that the state- 
ment is strictly true. Nor are we able to lessen surprise 
by adding that their lordships felt constrained to come 
to the conclusion at which they arrived, by the impera- 
tive words of an Act of Parliament. On the contrary, 
the Bankruptcy Act is eapable of another and less 
astonishing construction; but the interpretation selected 
by the Lords seemed to them to carry out a deliberate 
intention fairly to be attributed to the Legislature. 

We commented on the case at the time of its decision 
by the Lords Justices (18 S. J.642),and we do not propose 
to discuss the subject again. Indeed, it would be idle to 
do so, as the point is now definitively settled. For the 
convenience of our readers, however, we shall give here 
the material portion of the 92nd section. ‘“ Every con- 
veyance ... orcharge... every payment made... 
by any person unable to pay his debts . . . in favour of 
any creditor, or any person in trust for any creditor, with 
a view of giving such creditor a preference over the other 
creditors, shall, if the person making, .. . paying, or 
suffering the same, become bankrupt within three months 
after the date of making, . . . paying, or suffering the 
same, be deemed fraudulent and void as against the 
trustee of the bankrupt, . . . but this section shall not 
affect the rights of a purchaser, payee, or incumbrancer, 
in good faith and for valuable consideration.” According 
to the present decision, this means that a man shall not 
prefer any of his creditors if they know that he is pre- 
ferring them. It seems a strange thing that, if this is 
the meaning, or one of the meanings, of the saving clause, 
the word “ creditor” was not used. 

There is, no doubt, force in the observation that it is 
hard on creditors who have received their debts in igno- 
rance of the debtor’s insolvency and of his wish to prefer 
them, to have to refund the money so paid, probably at 
great inconvenience to themselves. But itis surely more 
hard on the other creditors to find that the bulk of the 
assets has been carried off just in time to prevent its 
equal distribution by the court; while if it were the law: 
that a preferred creditor had to refund, the temptation 
to prefer one creditor to another would be taken away 
from a debtor, as he would know that any attempt to do 
so would be merely exposing the favoured creditor to in- 
convenience and annoyansa. 
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On the whole, we venture to re-echo the opinion of 
Lord Selborne in the recent case, who is reported “ to 
have doubted the soundness of their lordships’ judg- 
ment, which he was afraid would open the door to much 
fraud on the part of insolvent debtors.” 





WE stateD last week the nature of the leading amend- 
ments which the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
are desirous of having inserted in the provisions of the 
rules with reference to district registries. It may be de- 
sirable to consider these demands somewhat more at 
length. 

To the provision, proposed to be inserted by Mr. 
Dodds and Mr. Gorst, authorizing any party to an action 
proceeding in London to apply to the court or a judge 
for an order to remove the action from London to any 
district registry, and enabling the court or judge to 
order accordingly, if satisfied that there is sufficient 
reason for doing so, we think little exception can be | 
taken, and as a matter of fairness we should be glad to 
see this amendment made in the rules. 

As to the general provision to which exception is 
taken, relating to the definition of the districts by a 
circle with a radius of five miles (altered from the three 
miles originally specified), it is natural enough that 
practitioners in large provincial towns should think that 
the districts of their registries might be best defined 
separately, with especial regard to local circumstances, 
and the convenience of railway access. We presume that 
the reasons which have weighed with the framers of the 
rules have been the delay and difficulty involved in in- 
stituting such an inquiry as would be necessary in each 
case if the provision of section 60 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, were to be strictly observed. And we confess 
we fail to see that any very serious inconvenience is 
likely to arise from the course adopted. We have heard 
it objected that in some cases the districts may overlap. 
But will this involve any hardship on a plaintiff or de- 
fendant? He may sue or be sued in either of two re- 
gistries, each of which is within a reasonable distance of 
his residence. 

With reference to the enlargement of the powers of 
the district registrars, the precise nature of the altera- 
tions asked for is, we suppose, indicated by the amend- 
ment which Mr. Dodds proposes to make in order 54, 
rule 2, by leaving out the exceptions it contains of 
settlement of issues, discovery and inspection, and inter- 
pleader. As to this we think prudence would suggest 
that it would be well to have some experience of the 
working of district registries and of the efficiency of the 
registrars before committing to them these important 
functions. 

But the amendment most insisted on is that with 
reference to the defendant’s power of removal from 
the district registry to London, under order 35, rules 12 
and 13. The provisions of the rules on this subject, 
shortly stated, are these :—The plaintiff can only remove 
by order of the judge or registrar on cause shown; any 
defendant (where the writ is not specially indorsed) 
may remove the action, as of right, at anytime after 
appearance and before delivering his defence, and 
before the expiration of the time for doing so. The 
Provincial Law Societies contend that the option given 
to the defendant who does not reside within the district of 
the registry to appear either in the district registry or in 
London is a sufficient protection against any abuse of the 
power conferred on a plaintiff, in any action other than a 
probate action, to issue his writ in any district. Messrs. 
Dodds and Gorst propose by the amendments they have 
placed in the book, to omit rules 12 and 13 of order 35, 
and to make rule 14 generally applicable ; the effect of 
which would be to restrict the defendant's power 
of removal from the district registry to cases 
where the judge or registrar, upon sufficient reason 
shown, may make an order for that purpose. Now 


town or within the same district, the district registry 
will probably be found so convenient that no one will 




















































































wish to remove from it an action not involving any special ; 
difficulty. Butis not the case wholly altered when the J 
defendant and his legal adviser reside at a distance from 7 
the registry ? Surely it will be no advantage to the I 
public that the defendant’s attorney should be compelled € 
to employ a casual agent in some distant country town r 
in place of his well-known London agent? If litigation w 
is to be carried on at a distance, where is the advantage to 
of acountry registry over London’ And why shoulda 
defendant at adistance, who finds his case involves more Fi 
difficulty than he at first imagined it would, be put to of 
the expense of applying to a judge or the district regis. uy 
trar to obtain the removal of the action to London? It ar 
might, perhaps, be advantageous to alter the rules so far as 
as to require an application to a judge or the registrar th 
for removal in the case of defendants resident within du 
the district of the registry, but we do not see that any in 
benefit could result from such a provision being extended net 
to all defendants. pul 
sol 
tha 
THERE SEEMS TO HAVE BEEN a good deal of misapprehen- sph 
sion as to the scope and effect of the amendment moved but 
by Mr. H. M. Jackson, Q.C., in committee on the Judica. cou 
ture Bill, that “whenever in any suit or proceeding in are 
the High Court of Justice, or in the Court of Appeal, an ap 
order or judgment directs the taxation of costs and the the 
payment thereof by any litigant party, or out of a fund mel 
or estate, the costs so to be taxed shall include, not only do 1 
the costs of the suit or proceeding as between party and of t! 
party, but also all such costs, charges, and expenses as take 
are allowed by the Court of Chancery whenever costs, fact: 
charges, and expenses are directed to be taxed on the mat 
principle of taxation as between solicitor and client, and the 
to be paid out of a fund.” Learned members of the com. wou 
mon law bar spoke as if they supposed that taxation as The 
between solicitor and client involves the allowance of the } 
every charge a solicitor can devise or an amiable client ofa 
can be induced to pay. We need hardly say that this is flcat: 
true in no case; while in some it is so far from being of th 
true that in taxations as between solicitor and client the HB ject . 
party whose costs are to be taxed is not even always allowed HH legal 
every charge which his own solicitor might claim against but 1 
him on the taxation of his bill, and it is well known that H eyide 
where it is meant to indemnify a party against all costs Ta 
and expenses, this must be expressly provided in the deal 
order. There would not, therefore, have been that stim- dian 
ulus to reckless expenditure which Sir Henry James ot ti 
seemed to fancy would follow the adoption of the pro ion 
posed rule. As to the encouragement of speculative ac- ele 
tions, it seems to be forgotten that the rule would cut nin 
both ways, and that, although it might be a very safe hatte 
thing to prosecute a successful action, it would be 4 Mado 
very unprofitable course to fail, and to have to pay Tavs | 
costs on the solicitor and client scale. It may fairly be contir 
contended that the effect of the alteration would rather direct 
be to render increased caution necessary in ascertaining “that 
that good grounds exist for an action, than to afford a thant 
inducement to speculative or unfounded proceedings lookin 
On principle it does seem absurd that in every case the eo: 
successful party should be mulcted in some part of whét the . 
is his due. Sir A. Lusk was right in saying that, unde Baas 
the present system, justice is sometimes not worth having work < 
at the rate at which it is offered. aren ‘ 
tains x 
As x 
In the second court at Armagh, says the Zimes' Irihil of evic 
correspondent, Mr. Justice Morris gave a check t0 9% the ooy 
practice which has sprung up in Ulster of havithil op at }, 
attorneys employed as substitutes for counsel by th abolitic 
attorney on the record. Mr. Justice Morris, Asr 
that a second attorney was about to examine a witness # opinio 
@ case, and ascertaining that he had been employed hand " 
assist the attorney on the record, refused to allow him # tin ‘ 








where the attorneys on both sides reside in the same 


act, as the law did not recognize more than one. 
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a 
THE LEGAL DEPARTMENTS. 


fnom the evidence taken before the Commission on the 
Legal Departments, which has been recently published, 
we are enabled to form an estimate of the value of the 
report which appeared some time ago. And we must 
‘confess to a general impression that many of the recom- 
mendations of the commissioners are not in any sufficient 
manner borne out by the evidence on which they profess 
to be founded. 

The evidence taken may be classified as follows :— 
First, there is that of the heads of departments and other 
officials, which must of course be taken cum grano. 
They are fully cognizant of the matters on which they 
are questioned, but their natural bias is to preserve as far 
as possible the existing state of things. Next, there is 
the evidence of solicitors whose practice lies almost ex- 
dusively among the courts and offices. These gentlemen 
know perfectly well what are the requirements of busi« 
ness and how far such requirements are supplied by any 
public office in question. Next, we have the evidence of 
solicitors whose sole qualification for giving evidence is 
that they are solicitors—men eminent in their particular 
sphere as family advisers and excellent men of business 
but without personal knowledge of the offices of the 
courts. After these there is the evidence of persons who 
are or have been in the Treasury, and that of others having 
apolitical bias. And lastly, there is the evidence, upon 
the general subject of the Treasury control over appoint- 
ments, given by Lord Selborne. Upon this question we 
do not propose now to enter, but in weighing the value 
ofthe testimony given upon other matters we should 
take that of the officials as incontestible in regard to the 
facts given, but we should be inclined to require confir- 
mation from outside as to the opinions expressed. To 
the evidence of solicitors practising in the offices we 
would give unquestioning weight in every particular. 
The evidence of the family solicitor on such a subject as 
the legal departments we would simply reject, as that 
ofa would-be expert not possessing the necessary quali- 
fication of personal knowledge. The evidence of members 
of the Treasury and of political witnesses we should re- 
ject for the same reason. They know nothing of the 
legal departments, and therefore have no facts to prove, 
but mere theories to expound, supported by such hearsay 
‘idence as they can pick up. 

Taking the chancery departments we propose to 
deal seriatim with the recommendations of the 
commissioners relating to them, treating the value 
of the evidence as above indicated. As to the 
examiners it is recommended “that if the present 
mode of taking evidence be continued, the ex- 
aminers should have the power to stop irrelevant 
matter.’ The Judicature Act will so far change the 
mode of taking evidence that the examiners will probably 
have little or nothing to do; but if their functions are 
<ontinued, the evidence clearly points at a change in the 
direction indicated. The commissioners recommend 
“that the evidence necessary for the conduct of cases in 
chambers should be taken in chambers.” No doubt, 
looking at the delays in the examiners’ offices, the adop- 
tion of such a practice is much to be desired; but as all 
the evidence tends to show that the chief clerks are 
already overworked, it would be useless to put more 
work on them than they have at present, unless further 
stength were given to them; the report, however, con- 
tains no such recommendation. 

As regards the clerks of records and writs, the weight 
at evidence is in accordance with the recommendation of 
‘the commissioners with reference to the abolition of two, 
fat least one, of them. The same may be said of the 
Abolition of the office of the clerk of enrolments. 

As regards tho registrars’ office, “while no collective 
Opinion is offered,” it is suggested that sworn short- 

d writers should take down the judgments. We 
ve already (ante, p. 59) shown tho impracticability 
this proposal. The witness best qualified to 





give evidence says that, even if such a plan were 
adopted, the registrars would not have less work to do 
than at present. The commissioners suggest also that 
“ orders should be drawn by the winning solicitor.” Toany 
one who knows the subject, this is the very plan least cal- 
culated to reduce the work of the registrars, and it is so 
treated by the witnesses competent to judge of the matter. 
Those who know how the judges of the Court of Chancery 
pronounce their orders, taking the evidence from the 
statement of counsel, without looking into its strict value, 
must see that it is absurd to suppose that the “ winning 
solicitor” is a competent person to draw up the order of 
the court. The fact is, that where there is a “ winning 
solicitor” the existence of an oppouent is implied, and, 
as one of the witnesses points out, the two would never 
agree what the order of the court ought to be; where, on 
the other hand, the winning solicitor is the only person 
concerned—that is to say in matters ex parte—the regise 
trar must occupy the position of “ losing solicitor,” and 
must act accordingly. In either case, therefore, such a 
plan would have no effect in enabling any reduction to 
be made in the number of registrars. The suggestion 
that more orders might be drawn in chambers is met 
by the statement of most of the witnesses that the 
chief clerks are already overworked. And when 
the report suggests a reduction in the number 
of assistant clerks to the registrars and to the taxing 
masters, there is not a tittle of evidence that the reduc- 
tion is needed as to the former, and very little as to the 
latter. 

A very large portion of the questions put by the 
commissioners pointed at an amalgamation of the offices 
of registrars, taxing masters, and chief clerks in the chan- 
cery department. The greater part of the answers 
went to show that although some of the work‘ of one 
department might be performed by another de- 
partment, yet that each and all are so fully em- 
ployed, and the desirability of special knowledge or 
special training is so great, that no advantage would be 
derived from an abolition of the present division of 
labour. And, as regards reduction of offices, it is show 
by the witnesses that if the registrars’ office were 
abolished there must be a corresponding addition to the 
number of chief clerks, on whom would fall the duty of 
drawing up the orders of the court. Again, if the 
taxing masters were abolished, there must be a corre- 
sponding increase in the number of chief clerks for the 
purpose of taxing bills of costs. In fact, whichever way 
it is put, there appears to be a very general consent 
among the witnesses that there is the work to be done, and 
that the present division of labour is as good as any which 
could be devised. Looking at the whole of the evidence 
on this point, we can only come to the conclusion that if 
all these offices were amalgamated and the duties made 
interchangeable, the saving in the number of the staff 
would be infinitesimal, while the difficulty and confusion 
caused by the impossibility of finding a sufficient num- 
ber of men who would be good “all round” would be 
likely to counterbalance any advantages resulting from 
the change. 








THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
ACTS OF PARLIAMENT. 

Committee on Drafting 

Acts of Parliament suggests the propriety of a come 


Tue report of the Select 


mittee being appointed to consider the manner of 
drafting reports; for, if any inference is to be 
drawn from the production before us, it must be held 
to mark a period of decay in the style and method 
of reports, to say nothing of the mere grammatical know- 
ledge of the English tongue. A more feeble and slipshod 
document we have seldom read. Most of the suggestions 
presented to the committee are dismissed by them with 
indecisive comments. “They do not say exactly, No; 
nor yet exactly, Yes.’ There is scarcely anything upon 
which they pronounce a definite opinion, and the recom- 





708 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


July 17, 1875, 








mendations they make are, for the most part, of a very 
insignificant Kind. 

Although the inquiry of the committee seems to have 
been originally directed to the drafting of Acts of Par- 
liament, their commission was in wider terms, and em- 
braced the consideration of any means of improving.“ the 
manner and language of current legislation.” Under 
these words the committee have entered upon the 
question of the classification of statutes, and we will 
first consider their recommendatious upon this point, 
They observe that the practical difficulty is, that the law 
relating to any given subject, or affecting any given 
elass of persons, is dispersed through many volumes, and 
among statutes relating to departments of Government 
and other special matters, ‘“ If such statutes,” they say, 
“‘ were judiciously separated, the general use of the public 
general Acts of the session would be greatly facilitated.” 
Tf this view were carried out, it would appear that stat- 
utes containing imbedded in them provisions relating to 
subjects and persons not apparently within their scope, 
would be judiciously separated and withdrawn from the 
public general Acis, so that the persons concerned with 
these provisions would not even find them in their copy 
of the statutes, but would have to inquire after them in 
some special volume of departmental statutes, to which 
the nature of the provisions afforded no index or refer- 
ence. How this would be an improvement on the pre- 
sent system we are at a loss to see. But this is only an 
instance of the feebleness with which the whole question 
is treated. Of a piece with it is the committee’s conclu- 
sion that, when the revised edition of the statutes “is 
brought down to the year 1868, it will be well worthy of 
consideration whether some classification of the statutes 
contained in it should not be attempted.” This is but a 
poor kind of advice at the best, but, like tlie rest of their 
observations, it shows that the committee have no grasp 
of the subject they are dealing with. It isobvious that 
the classification of statutes isan idle thing unless it is 
effected by their consolidation. As long as the statutes 
are themselves confused and heterogeneous in their 
materials, classification is practically impossible, and, 
if effected, would be mischievous and misleading. 
Classification is but an act which needs to be per- 
formed for the purpose of providing materials for those 
who are to codify; it is an operation of the workshop, 
snot the frame of a finished structure. The question, 
therefore, really is, what steps, if any, ought to be taken 
with a view to consolidation, that is, codification, of the 
statutes. The committee treat of this as a distinct head, 
and, in a hesitating kind of way, appear to recommend 
consolidation. And here we might expect to find some 
guidance as to the subjects to which it should be applied, 
with which of them it should commence, and in what 
method it should be carried out. As to the last point, 
we are told tliat ‘it should be carried on upon a regular 
system, and by skilled hands acting under the authority 
of some per manent Government force, either a Minister 
or separate department constituted for the purpose in 
connection with the office of Parliamentary Counsel.” 
Could anything be more empty or ineffective? The 
precise question is, in what way it should be done. Is 
any one the wiser for a vague recommendation that it 
should be done by somebody who knows what he is about, 
and under a “permanent Government force” of some 
kind or other ? 

As to the matter which should be subjected to 
consolidation, we are told that “as a general rule 
it is _unadvisable to attempt consolidation when the 
law is still in a state of flux.” Now, as there is no 
subj ect whatever i hi-h the law is not in a con- 
tinual state of flux, it appears that nothing is yet ripe for 
consolidation, certainly not those portions of it which 
are most in need of consolidation. Not a hint, however, 
is given in the recommendation as to what those 
branches are in which the practical need of consolidation 

* #0 pressing as to overcome the objection arising from 

. degree of fluidity which they still possess. The 


| in a different type?” 


next recommendation is that “amendments in the exist. 
ing statutes should precede consolidation, or such 
amendments should be included in the consolidating Bil} 
What an indiscriminate and 
undiscerning recommendation! Some amendments of 
the-law are of great importance, and involve questions 
of principle; some axe merely supplementary or cor. 
rective of admitted defects; some are hardly more than 
verbal. Is the same measure to be applied to all? ITs 
an important change only to be made known by a dis. 
tinctive type, or a merely verbal correction to be the 

subject of an amending Act? We will venture, on the 
other hand, to affirm that nothing satisfactory can 
be done except by first consolidating in draft, 
and then seeing what changes are required to 
make the law complete and efficient. Then, if the changes 
thought requisite are so great as to need an amending 
Act, the sanction of Parliament should be obtained for 

the change before incorporating it in the draft consolida. 
tion Bill. Otherwise labour might be thrown away, and 
the frame of the proposed statute disturbed. But there 
is no need that mere changes in form, or supplementary 
provisions of an unimportant character, should be so dealt 
with, and such amendments might well be left to be in. 

dicated by a change intype. The only practical sugges. 

tion on this part of the subject is that which proceeded 

from Mr. Ashley, that consolidation Bills should be taken 

up by the House after a prorogation at the place where 

they were left when the session closed. 

With the system lately established and now pursued 
in Government drafting, the committee are entirely satis. 
fied; indeed, they think “ there is reason to believe that 
most of the objections to our current legislation in the 
four particulars above adverted to may be met and 
obviated.” The four particulars thus referred to are, 
besides the two we have already mentioned—namely, 
want of classification and want of codification—errors 
and obscurities arising from imperfections in draft. 
ing, and from amendments in the course of passing 
the Bill through Parliament. How the first two are 
to be obviated by maintaining this system, the com- 
mittee give us no hint, for the suggestion of a “ separate 
depurtment constituted for the purposes of consolidation, 
in connection with the office of Parliamentary Counsel,” 
hardly shows that the office of Parliamentary Counsel 
solves the difficulty. And we must admit that we do 
not ourselves see, in the continuance of that office, the 
fruitful seed plot of reform which the hopes of the com- 
mittee picture. As to amendments made during the 
passage of the Bill, such an office ought to be of great 
service, and if the technical suggestions made by the com. 
mittee as to the mode of dealing with amendments in 
Parliament are sound and practical, as to which we do 
not venture to express any opinion, we may hope for some 
assistance from that office. Butas to the perfection of the 
work to be expected from it, either in that respect or in 
the original drafting of the Bill, our hopes are less conf. 
dent than those of the committee. This session has, it 
deed, produced, in the Patent Bill, one very meritorious 
specimen of the work of the office; but we must at pre 
sent regard it rather as a happy omen of what may & 
than as fairly representing what is. 

Some few othor suggestions of a very trifling natum 
are scattered through the report. There is one, howeveét, 
strongly resisted, we observe, by Mr. Lowe, which seems 
to be rather mischievous than trifling. It is a recom 
mendation to strike some pattern clauses, by which % 
definite meaning shall be attached to a set of stereotyped 
phrases, such as clauses imposing penalties or giving 
jurisdiction to magistrates. But nothing could be mow 
mischievous than to allow the parliamentary draftsma 
to invent a comprehensive net of words which, without 
clearly knowing what they were about, Parliamesh 
might from time to time throw, over the heads of Wh 
) fortunate Englishmen, It is just in vital clauses of 
nature that attention should be always and clearly draw 
to what is the exact limit intended to be reached. 
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Upon the whole the report contrasts most unfavourably 
with that on corrupt practices, which we noticed not 
Jong since, and any future inquirers into the subject 
must expect to derive but little assistance from its 
contents. 








Recewt Decisiows. 
EQUITY. 


Restraints oN MarriaGe. 
Allen v. Jackson, V.C.H., 23 W. R. 487, L. R. 
19 Eq. 631. 

“In the unenlightened ages, soon after the revival of 
letters,’ said Lord Loughborough in Stackpole v. 
Beaumont (3 Ves., at p. 96), “there was a blind and 
superstitious adherence to the text of the civil law. 
They never reasoned ; but only looked into the books and 
transferred the rules, without weighing the circumstances, 
as positive rules to guide them. It is beyond imagina- 
tion, except from that circumstance, how in a Christian 
country they should have adopted the rule of the Roman 
law with regard to conditions as to marriage.”’ How 
fully this rule was at one time adopted may be seen 
from the broad statement of Swinburne (Wills, part 4, 
s, 12), who says, “ The rule shall be this, that all condi- 
tions against the liberty of marriage are unlawful.” 
As Lord Thurlow points out, the case of widowhood 
is excepted by the Novels, and injunctions to keep in 
that state are made lawful conditions (Scott v. Tyler, 2 
Dick., at p. 721); and even Swinburne admits that “ pro- 
hibition of the first marriage is much more odious in 
law than of the second.” 
in Lowe v. Peers (4 Burr., at p. 2232), where Lord 
Mansfield says, “ There is a difference between a restraint 
of a first marriage and a restraint of a second marriage.” 
And while as to unmarried persons of both sexes condi- 
tions subsequent in general restraint of marriage have 
been clearly settled to be illegal and void, such condi- 
tions have long been allowed to be imposed by a testator 
on his own widow—“ the law recognizing,” as Lord Cran- 
worth hassaid, “‘in the husband such an interest in his 
wife’s widowhood as to make it lawful for him to re- 
strain her from making a second marriage.” In 
Newton v. Marsden (2 J. & H. 856), Wood, V.C., held 
that a condition is valid restraining the marriage 
of any widow, though not the widow of the person 
imposing the restraint. The principle on which, as his 
honour pointed out (p. 367), the cases as to condi- 
tions against re-marriage in gifts hy a testator to his 
widow proceed, is that the condition is not to be re- 
garded as an arbitrary prohibition of marriage alto- 
gether; but the conditional gift is to be considered 
a made to the widow because she was a widow, 
and because the circumstances would be entirely changed 
if she entered into a new relation. The same considera- 
tion, his honour thought, applied to the case of any 
Widow ; but he rested his judgment on the ground that 
there was no authority in the common law, independently 
of the civil law, for saying that a condition restraining 
the marriage of.a widow is void, and he declined to carry 
the rule of avoiding restraints on marriage beyond the 
old authorities. 

Tn Allen v. Jackson, the court was asked to apply 
the rule of these cases to a condition in restraint of the 
Marriage of a widower. The question had been pre- 
Viously raised in Mvans v. Rosser (12 W. R. 570, 2 
H, & M. 170), but it was not necessary in that case to de- 
Gide it. Vice-Chancellor Hali has held that the exception 
is not to be extended to the case of a widower, and that 
&condition in restraint of his second marriage is invalid. 
Itis obvious that the grounds on which Wood, V.C., de- 
tided Newton v. Marsden do not apply to a widower; 
and unless Parliament should reverse the policy of the 

W on the subject of gifts in restraint of marriage, the 

erent rule in the case of the two sexes must bo main- 


The distinction appears again | 


Rehictws. 


ROMAN LAI. 


Tue Exements or Roman Law SumManizep. By Ser- 
mourn F. Harris, B.C.L., M.A. Stevens & Haynes. 
This work is further described on the title page as “a 

concise digest of the matter contained in the Institutes 

of Gaius and Justinian, with copious references arranged 
in parallel columns ; also chronological and analytical lists 
of laws, &c., &c., primarily designed for the use of 
students preparing for examination at Oxford, Cam- 
bridge, and the Inns of Court.” These words sufficiently 
describe the purpose and the character of the book. It is 
impossible to say much about a work which does not 
profess to be more than a summary for examination pur- 
poses, done out of Sandars and Poste, the two treatises 
which have now, in the judgment of the Council at 
Lincoln’s-inn, taken their place as standard authorities 
in English law. We have no doubt the book will prove 
useful to those for whom it is intended, and will help to 
diminish the list of unsuccessful candidates ; but it would 
be more useful still if students were allowed to take it into 
| the examination-room, and we venture to offer this sug- 
| gestion to the learned members of that august educa- 
tional body which sits at Lincoln’s-inn. Certainly, the 
study of Roman law has now been provided with sach 
means and aids as ought to make us a perfect nation of 

pedants. What withrewards to stimulate the zeal of the dili- 

gent, compulsion tothrust them forward from behind, and 

crowds of assistant prompters to whisper summarized 

Roman law into their ears as they tread upon the cruel 

pons asinorum, we shall be ready in a few years to forget 

| all about the Judicature Bill or common law, or the re- 
vised or consolidated statutes of this country, and shall 
only desire a searching exposition of the principles of 
| the actio Pauliana. sy-the-way, in the exposition of 

that form of action, Mr. Harris does not very accurately 
translate the words, “bonis ejus a creditoribus ex 
sententiad Preesidis possessis,’ by “ creditors who had 
| seized his effects.” Errors like this, however, do not seem 
| frequent, and will probably hardly lose a mark’to one in 

a thousand of those who use the book. 

















Pates. 


IN THE RECENT CASE Of Zhe Pritish Mutual Investment 
Company v. Smart (23 W. R. 724), Vice-Chancellor Hall 
decided that creditors of a devisor of real estate were en- 
titled to have the estate applied in payment of their debts 
in priority to the claim of p ns in whose favour the 
devisees had charged their ir % in the estate, by 
means of a deposiv of the title deeds accompanied 
by a written memorandum of charge, the depositee hav- 
ing no notice of the claims of the creditors. Thea Vice- 
Chancellor admitted that if there had been a conveyance 
of an equitable estate the mortgagee would have been 
entitled to priority, so that the distinction appears to be 
of a highly technical and unsubstantial nature. The 
Vice-Chancellor founded his decision upon that of Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley in Certer v. Senders (2 W. R. 325, 
2 Drew. 248), in which that learned judge is reported to 
have said—“ The personal representative of a creditor 
cannot, it is true, pursue the title deeds in the hands of 
an alienee, where the heir has conveyed the legal estate, or 
all the interest the heir had: but that principle does not 
apply to a case where the deeds were merely deposited 
with a creditor for advances.” Vice-Chancellor Hall said 
that that case “has been received as the law of real 
property from that time (1854) up to this, without having 
been denied or questioned.’’ On ‘Thursday last week, Vice- 
Chancellor Hall’s decision was reversed by the Lords 
Justices, thus in effect reversing the decision of Viee-Chan- 
cellor Kindersley in v. Their lordships 
thought that the principle, that the right of the creditors of 


an ancestor or testator to follow his legal real assets into 


ral 


Carter Sanders, 
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the hands of his heir or devisee is barred by a bond fide 
alienation by the heir or devisee before action brought or 
suit commenced, applies equally when an equitable mort- 
gage has been made by the heir or devisee, whether by 
deed or by deposit of title deeds. It was not, however, 
necessary to go so far as this for the decision of the 
actual case before the court, since the estate 
of the devisees being only an equitable one, it was 
suflicient to say that the court, which extended to an equitable 
estate the liability to the testator’s debts, would at the same 
time extend to it that protection to which it would have 
been entitled had it been a legal estate. We may observe 
that in Hr parte Baine (1M. D.& De WU. 492, it was decided 
by the Court of Bankruptcy that a deyosit for value of title 
deeds by an heir-at-law gave the depositee a good charge on 
the estate as against the creditors of the ancestor, but this 
decision docs not appear to have been cited to Vice Chan- 
cellor Kindersley in Carter v. Sanders. And in Ccope v. 
Cresswell (15 W. R. 244, L. R. 2 Ch. 122) there is this dic- 
twn of Lord Chelmsford, “ Under the statute the liability 
attaches upon the land and not upon the person, except in 
case of alienation, and therefore, although*the trustees are 
not liable to the debts of the devisor, yet the creditors may 
through them make the land available for the satisfaction of 
their deb's. Upon a judgment obtained against the trustees, 
executiin would, of course, extend to the whole estate. 
But if any beneficial i, terest in it had been bond fide aliened 
before action brought, I think this court would, upon ap- 
plication Lcing made to it, prevent the interest so aliened 
trom being affected by the execution.’ Carter v. Sanders 
dors not appear to have been then cited. The latter ease, 
however, is referred to in the text-books (such as Dart’s 
Vendors and Purchasers, vol. 2, 4th ed., p. 571, and Williams 
on Real Assets, p. 25) as laying down the law on the subject, 
so that its reversal by the Court of Appeal is worthy of 
note, 


A QUESTION came before the Chief Judge on Monday in 
Ex parte Muckenzie with regard to the power of the court 
t» consolidate the proceedings under joint and separate 
bankruptcy petitions. Section 80, sub-section 2, of the Act 
of 1869 provides ‘* Where two or more bankruptcy petitions 
are presen'ed against the same dedtor, or against debtors 
being members of the same partnership, the court may con- 
solidate the proceedings, or any of them, upon such terms 
as the c urt thinks fit.” And by section 102, ‘‘ Where one 
member of a partnership has been adjudicated a bankrupt, 
any other petition for adjudication against a member of the 
sime partnership shall be filed in or uansferred to the court 
in which the first-mentioned petition is in course of prosecu- 
ton, and, unless the court otherwise directs, the property 
of such last-mentioned member sba'l vest in the trustee 
appointed in respect of the property of the first-mentioned 
member of the partnership, and the court may give such 
d rections for amalgamating the proceedings in respect of 
the properties of the members of the same parmersbip as it 
thinks just.” And, by rule 48 of 1870 (which refers to 
secti n 80, sub-section 2), ** Where two or more petitions 
are presented to the same court against the same debtor, or 
against debtors being members of the same partnership, the 
pe'ition which was first presented shall be first heard; and 
where such first petition shall not have been served, or 
where the debtor shows cause against the petition, or 
where delay will be avoided, any other petition which has 
bern served may be heard, and, if the court make afljudics- 
ticn th: rein, the court shall, after the expiration of the time 
allowed for appeal against the adjudication, dismiss all the 
other petitions upon such terms as to costs as it shall deem 
just. 

: In Ez parte Mackenzie a debtor filed a liquidation petition 
in May, 1574, under which his creditors resolved to accept 
4 composition, payable io instalments, the payment of 
tome of which was to be guaranteed by another person. 
Oxe of tke dissentient creditors, having reason to suspect 
that the proposed gnarantor had in fact been in partner- 
ebip with the debtor, procured an order for the examina- 
tion of the debtor and the guarantor before the court, and 
upon this examination being had it appeared that the sup- 
posed partnership had existed, there having been a formal 
deed of partnership between the debtor and the guarantor. 
She bad proved ander the petition for a large debt. Upon 
these facts being ascertained, the creditor presented a 





petition for adjudication against the debtor under the 
last clause of section 126, which provides that “if it appear 
to the court on satisfactory evidence that a composition 
under this section cannot, in consequence of legal diff. 
culties, or for any sufficient cause, proceed withont injustigg 
to the creditors or to the debtor, the court may adjudge 
the debtor a bankrupt, and proceedings may be had ag. 
cordingly.” Under this petition a receiver was appointed, 
and orders were made restraining proceedings of creditors, 
Before the petition came on to be heard the ‘petitioni 
creditor issued a debtor's summons against both the part. 
ners, upon which they committed an act of bankrup 
and he then presented a bankruptcy petition against them 
jointly. On the hearing of the separate petition one of the 
witnesses who had been subpenaed asked for an adjourn. 
ment that he might procure the assistance of counsel, and 
this application was granted. The solicitor for the part. 
ners then assented to an adjudication being made against 
them at once on the joint petition, and this was done. Qn 
the 10th of May the creditors met under the joint petition 
and appointed a trustee, and they also resolved that the 
proceedings should be transferred from the Halifax court 
to the Birmingham court. The next day the adjourned 
hearing of the separate petition came on, and at the same 
time an application was made by the petitioning creditor 
for an order to annex the separate petition to the joint one, 
and to consolidate the proceedings. The judge, withont 
hearing the evidence, dismissed the separate petition, and 
refused the application to consolidate the proceedings, 
The application was made with the consent of the trustee, 
and the only opposition to it was on the part of the bank. 
rapt. The Chief Judge was of opinion that, notwithstand. 
ing the fact that no adjudication had been made on the 
separate petition, there was power to order the consolida- 
tion, and that under the circumstances of the case it was 
for the interest of the creditors that the order should be 
made. He also said that though he had heard counsel on 
behalf of the bankrupt, because he had been served with 
notice of the appeal, yet he had really no Jscus standi to 
oppose the consolidation, the matter being one in which 
his trustee, as representing the creditors, was alone 
interested. 


In a Case of Ex parte Cooper, heard by the Lords Jus. 
tices on Thursday, the court laid down, in very clear 
terms, a rule which may be useful for the guidance of 
trustees in bankruptcy with regard to the institution of 
proceedings to set aside transactions amounting to fraudu- 
lent preferences on the part of bankrupts. The cir 
cumstances of the case were somewhat peculiar. The 
debtor, about three months before filing his liquidation 
petition, obtained a large advance from a broker upon & 
promise to deposit with him as security the bills of lading 
of some produce which was being shipped for the debtor 
abroad. The bills of lading had not then arrived, but they 
were to be deposited as soon as they were received, This 
promise was never fulfilled, but the debtor, when he go 
the bills of lading, pledged them with another creditor, 
The broker alleged that this pledge was made voluntarily, 
and to secure the payment of a past debt, and that it con 
sequently amounted to a frandulent preference. He applied 
to the Court of Bankruptcy for an order that the trustee 
under the liquidation should take steps to recover the 
goods or their value from the pledgee, asking at the same 
time a declaration that he (the broker) was entitled to the 
security which he claimed upon the goods. On the ap 
plicant’s own showing it appeared that the value of the 
goods was insufficient to satisfy the amount of his claim. 
This singular application, which in effect asked that the 
trustee should, at the expense of the debtor's estate, el 
force the applicant’s security by putting in force the pro 
visions given by section 92, was, as might have been antio 
pated, dismissed by the registrar. But he, at the samé 
time, gave the applicant leave to use the name of the 
trustee in any proceedings he might be advised to take 
against the pledgee to recover the goods or their value, 
on the terms of his indemnifying the trustee against costs. 
The latter part of the registrar's order was discharged by 
the Court of Appeal. Lord Justice James observed 
the trustee was trustee for the whole body of the creditor, 
but not for any particular creditor, and no fiduciary reli 
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tin existed between him and a particular creditor which 
quld give the latter a right to make use of the trustee's 
game ia any proceedings. And Lord Justice Mellish said 
that the trustee had no right to take proceedings to avoid 
gtransaction on the ground that it amounted to a frandu- 
| Jent preference, or to allow proceedings with that view to 
be taken in his name, except for the purpose of benefiting 
the estate and distributing the property equally among 
thecreditors. If, as in this case, the result ofthe proceed- 
ings, if taken, could, in any event, be for the benefit of one 
greditor only, the trustee ought not to take them, or even 
to allow them to be taken in his name. 


A soLiciTor, writing from a large commercial centre, 
points out certain practices which prevail in the bankruptcy 
department of the county court there. He says that the 
files of proceedings are lent out to attorneys and ac- 
countants for a sum of 10s. each, and that upon every 
bankruptcy or liquidation petition being filed a charge of 
7s. 6d. is made. We need hardly say that neither of 
these charges is sanctioned by the rules or mentioned in 
any of the scales of fees, and it cannot be supposed 
that the money thus received finds its way into the 
Treasury. We hear frequent complaints of irregularities 
in the bankruptcy departments in the county courts, It 
would be well if local practitioners would take the matter 
into their own hands, and bring to the notice of the 
judge every instance of improper or over charge. 








CONTEMPT OF COURT IN THE COUNTY 
COURTS. 


Ay extraordinary scene, says the Manchester Guardia, 
occurred on Friday week (the 10th inst.) at the Bury 
County Court, between the judge, Mr. Crompton Hatton, 
and Mr. Robert Crossland, a solicitor of good standing and 
practice, and who is also one of the Bury Improvement 
Commissioners. Mr. Crossland was the defendant in a 
case in which Abraham Kay, a pawnbroker, sued him for 
18s. 6d. the value of a ring which defendant obtained at 
plaintiff’s shop on the 2lst of April. The plaintifi’s son 
appeared on his father’s behalf, and no corroborative evi- 
dence was adduced on either side. Mr. Scowcroft (Bolton) 
appeared for Mr. Crossland. On plaintiff's behalf it was 
stated that the ring in question was sold to defendant on 
aweek’s approval. Mr. Crossland was seen by plaintiff’s 
80n to be wearing the ring on many occasions, but nothing 
more was heard about it until six weeks had expired, when 
defendant went to plaintiff's shop in respect of a pair of 
clippers which his groom had stolen and pawned there. 
In the course of this interview, it was alleged, Mr. Cross- 
land “ got into a temper,’’ pulled the ring off his finger 
and threw it on the counter, and with an oath declared 
that ke would not have it any price. He then left the 
shop and entered a cab, but the plaintiff’s son ran 
after and threw the ring back into the cab to him, Mr. 
Crossland, on being examined, said the plaintiff’s son told 
him to try the ring and if he did not like it he might re- 
turn it at any time. It was not specified that the ring 
should be returned within any particular time, and he had 
only worn it a portion of the time, and intended to return 
it, He denied that he got into any temper, or that he 
tame out with any oaths. 

His honour said: The conclusion I have come to is that 
there must be a verdict for the plaintif!. There will be a 
Verdict for 13s, 6d. and cosis. 

Mr. Crossland: My evidence is contrary to his, and— 

His honour: You know perfectly well, as a person prac- 
tising in this court, that after a judge has given his deci- 
sion you have no right— 

Mr. Crossland: I have a perfeot right, and will do it. I 
Say the evidence of the plaintiff should have been corrobo- 


His honour (to Wilkinson, the usher of the court) : Send 
& bailiff. Mr. Crossland, I now direct that you re- 
main till the rising of the court. Send for a bailitf. 
© Mr. Crossland) : Consider yourself in custody. 
Mr. Crossland: It wou't make any difference to me at 
} not the slightest. 
Mr. Crossland then walked from the magistrates’ private 





— 


room, in which the case was heard, into the police-conart, 
but he returned to the former room in a minute or two, 


' and said: Does your honour refuse to hear me in cases I 


am employed in ? 

His Honour: For tke present, Mr. Crossland, you are 
in custody, and I direct that you wait till the rising of 
the court. 

In the course of a few minutes his honour said: Mr. 
Crossland, would you be so good as to stand up, please ? 
(Mr. Crossland stood up accordingly at the advocates’ 
table.) In an action in which you were the defendant, 
and in which you were represented by a learned geatle- 
man, after I gave judgment you proceeded to make further 
remarks. I told you that that was irregular—that you 
must not make further remarks after judgment had been 
given and the case decided. You then said, “I have a 
right to speak, and [ will do it.’’ Now, after what 1 had 
said to you, that was a great act of misbehaviour, and one 
for which I then, according to the 113th section of the 
County Courts Act of 1846, ordered you to,be taken into 
custody. 1 have, however, learned since I have done that, 
that you had-.ather cases to deal with in to-day’s list; and 
as I should be very sorry that any prejudice, if it can 
possibly be avoided, should happen to those that you 
represent, I will now hear from you anything that you 
may wish to say with reference to that contempt that you 
have committed. I ought to tell you, perhaps, first, that 
the only thing I can hear from you is to say that you 
regret having used that expression, and that you withdraw 
it. If you choose now to say that, I wili hear you. 

Mr. Crossland: In justification of myself— 

His honour: No, I cannot hear any justification. You 
committed a contempt of court, and I have adjudged that. 
I am now willing to hear you purge your contempt. 

Mr. Crossland: All I have to say is I would not wilfally 
insult any court or judge. 

His honour : If you choose to say, “‘I withdraw the ex- 
pressions I used and am very sorry for it,” I will hear you. 
What you say must be that, or what amounts tothat. I 
cannot heac any justification. You know you are in custody 
and liable to be detained till the rising of the court and 
the business is finished; but, by way of help to your 
clients, Iam willing to hear you say you withdraw what 
you have said and regret it. 

Mr, Crossland: Well, I was akout to say, in justificatior 
of myself, but you interrupted me, that—— 

His honour: I know I interrupted you, because you 
talked about justification. I adjudged you guilty of con- 
tempt, and you are in custody, and you are not to be heard 
in justification. 

Mr. Crossland: I am only about to show why I uttered 
the words. 

His honour: You are not to utter these words. 

Mr. Crossland : In justification of my own character ? 

His honour: No, not in justification. You are a person 
practising in this court, and you above everybody else are 
bound to know what is proper for a person practising to 
do, and should set an example to other persons. I have 
punished other persons for similar things, and what I wish 
to know is whether you withdraw the @xpression and are 
sorry for using it. 

Mr. Crossland: I have endeavoured to follow that mode 
always in my practice. 

His honour: Do you say you are sorry for it and with- 
draw ig? 

Mr. Crossland: I cannot withdraw it, in justification of 
myself. 

His honour: Then, if you don’t choose to withdraw it 
and say ycu are sorry for having used it, I can simply say 
I must exercise the power given by the 113th section, and 
that you must be detained till the rising of the court. 
Of course, under these circumstances, I cannot hear you 
address me as an attorney or advocate practising in the 
court. 

Mr. Crossland: Would you allow the cases to be ad- 
journed P 

His honour :—I do not hear any Sy AS from a per- 
son who is guilty of contempt which he does not choose to 
purge. I won't hear any application, or hear you in any 
way whatever. 

The registrar: There are no other cases except those in 
which Mr. Crossland is engaged. 
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His honour : Very well. It is impossible I can hear a person 
practising before me who has been adjudged guilty of con- 
tempt, and who has refused to purge himself, and therefore 
the rest of the cases must stand adjourned until next court. 
The business of the court is now finished, and under the 
113th section of the Act of 1846, I sentence Mr. Crossland 
to pay a fine of £5 for his contempt which he has refused 
to purge, and in default of payment he will be committed to 
prison for seven days or until the fine be paid. 

As Mr. Crossland did not offer to redeem himself by pay- 
ing the fine, the warrant was handed to Brierley, the bailiff, 
and his honour waited to see Mr. Crossland taken off in 
custody from the advocates’ table. The bailiff and his 
prisoner proceeded on foot to the ra‘lway station, and were 
speedily en route for Lancaster Castle. 








Obituarp. 


MR. MORGAN JOHN O'CONNELL. 


Mr. Morgan John O'Connell, barrister-at-law, died on the 
4th inst., at the age of sixty-four. The deceased was the 
eldest son of the late John O’Connell, Esq., of Greenagh, 
Killarney, by the daughter cf the late William Coppinger, 
Esq., and he was a nephew of the celebrated Daniel O’Connell. 
He was born in 1811, and was educated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, where he took the usual degrees. In 1835, though 
only twenty-four years of age, he entered the House of Com- 
mons as M.P, for the county of Kerry. He was elected in 
the “ Repeal’ interest, and was a frequent speaker on all 
Irish topics. He warmly advocated the repeal of the Corn 
Laws, and was very active in his opposition to Sir Robert 
Peel’s Government. He retired from Parliament in 1852 
and never afterwards sought re-election. In that year he 
was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn, and he joined the Home 
Cireuit and Surrey Sessions. He also practised at the 
Central Criminal Court, where he was one of the prosecut- 
ing couns+l to the Mint. Mr. O’Connell was an eloquent 
speaker, and was vety highly esteemed by all his professional 
friends. He was a magistrate for the county of Kerry. 


MR. FREDERICK MASON. 


The death of Mr. Frederick Mason on the 24th ult., at 
his residence, Eversleigh House, Highbury New-park, has 
removed from the profession, at the early age of thirty-nine, 
one of its most promising members. The deceased gen- 
tleman was the third surviving son of the late Mr. Nicholas 
Mason, of Wood-street, Cheapside, and was educated at the 
Islington Proprietary School under Dr. Jackson (now 
Bishop of London), and at the King’s School, Canterbury. 
He was admitted in Trinity Term, 1857, and shortly after- 
wards became junior partner in the late firm of Mason, 
Sturt, & Mason, of Gresham-street, where, at the time of 
his death, he practised in conjunction with his elder 
brother, Mr. John N. Mason. As a sound and cultivated 
lawyer he stood in high repute in tbe profession, the 
honovr and dignity of which he at all times upheld, while 
in private life the geniality and kindliness of his disposi- 
tion, his artistie taste, ond remarkable musical genius 
endeared him to a large circle of friends. He was interred 
in Highgate Cemetery in the family vault on the 29th ult. 


MR. CHARLES ADDINGTON AUSTIN. 


Mr. Charles Addington Austin, solicitor, of Luton, died 
at his residence at that place a few days ago at the age of 
fifty. Mr. Austin was admitted a solicitor in 1848, and 
soon afterwards commenced to practise at Luton, and con- 
tinned to do so up to the time of his death. He was formerly 
in partnership with Mr. Edward Chilwell Williamson, and 
after the death of the latter in 1863 he succeeded him as 
registrar to the Luton County Court (Circuit No. 37), and 
as clerk to the county magistrates. He was also secretary 
to the Luton Town Hall Company, and clerk to two 
turnpike trusts, and steward of some of the adjacent manors, 
besides being a commissioner for affidavits both in chancery 
and at common Jaw. He had also a very large private 
practice. 








——= 


General Correspondence. 


Tue GUILDHALL SITTINGS, 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—It is rather singular that at the London sittings 
just concluded, which are, I suppose, the last to be held 
under the present rézime, some of the many and great in. 
conveniences (to use no stronger term) which the public 
have so long put up With, should have been experienced 
in a special degree. I allude more particularly to the de- 
lay in trying causes, aud the adjournment of the court 
for a long period during the progress of a case. 

The Court of Queen’s Bench commenced the sittings 
with a list of, I believe, nearly 300 causes for trial, 
There have been two judges sitting continuously to 
despatch business, and for a small part of the time 
allotted for the sittings a third judge has sat. Yet, 
notwithstanding this, only about thirty common jury, 
and six special jury canses have been disposed of. One 
division of the court was occupied for several days of 
the latter part of the sittings with an insurance case 
which was not completed. The judye was unable to finish 
it, because he was required to go circuit, and the case was 
therefore adjourned until the end of October, when it will 
be proceeded with. In the meantime the judge, jury, and 
counsel will have forgotten, to a great extent, the evidence 
already given, and a large amount of time will be wasted 
in recalling it to their minds. The other division of the 
court was engaged the greater part of the sittings in trying 
another heavy case, and ended the sittings in a similar 
way by breaking off in the middle of a case, leavingit to be 
finished in October. 

This, I venture to think, is very far from a satisfactory 
state of affairs, and it is to be hoped that, when the Judi- 
cature Act comes into force, these evils will be fully 
remedied by the continuous sittings. 

A Crry Sonicrror. 








Apputwuturents, Ete. 


Sir WinntamM Freperick Portock, Bart., senior master 
of the Court of Exchequer, has been appointed to the office 
of Queen's Remembrancer, in succession to Sir Charles 
Hervey Walton, resigned. The new Remembrancer is the 
eldest son of the Right Hon. Sir Frederick Pollock, late 
Lord Chief Baron of the Court of Exchequer. He was 
educated at St. Paul’s School, and at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated as B.A. (senior optime 
and third class in the classical tripos) in 1836. He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 
1838, and was formerly on the Northern Circuit. He 
has been a master of the court since 1846, and he suc 
ceeded to the baronetcy in 1870. 


Mr. Cuaries BerreswortH HeLiarp, solicitor, has been 
appointed a Magistrate for the Borough of Portsmouth, 
Mr. Hellard was admitted in 1828, and is in partnership 
with his son, Mr. Alexander Hellard. He is one of the 
aldermen of the borough. 


Mr. Wituiam ATHELSTAN BLAXxtann, of Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, has been appointed a London Commissioner for 
taking Affidavits in the Court of Queen’s Bench, 


Mr. Tuomas Bayty Ransom, of Wellington, Somerset, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking 
the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women in and 
for the County of Somerset. 


Mr. George Christopher Roberts, the Town Clerk of 
Hull, who had announced his intention of resigning his 
office, has consented, at the request of the town couneil, 
to postpone his retirement for the present. 


The town council of Preston have appointed July 2% 
for receiving applications for the town clerkship of that 
borough, vacant by the resignation of Mr. Robert Ascroft, 
The salary will be £800 per annum in addition to certaim 
fees, but the candidate elected will have to pay his own 
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getks and to devote his whole time to the duties of the 


<. ealary of Mr. Francis John Headlam, stipendiary 
istrate at Manchester, has been raised by the town 
qonnci! from £1,000 to £1,250 per annum. 








Suacicetics. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Jaz annual general meeting of this society was held 
ay afternoon, Francis Thomas Bircham, Esq., pre- 
gident, in the chair. 

The CHarIRMAN—after putting resolutions confirming the 
minutes of previous meetings, said, with reference to the 
minutes of the annual provincial meeting at Leeds—I 
think it right to remind the meeting that, although these 
arepat to you for confirmation at the present time, we 
gannot be too careful to understand that all these things 
from provincial meetings are but the lucubrations after 
gonsideration in the Long Vacation, and not part of the 
aia of this society, and the minutes of them are ordered 
by the council to be kept in a separate book in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding at any future time 
mpon that subject. All that takes place at those meetings, 
however, is entitled to grave consideration on the part of 
the society and council, and what did take place at Leeds 
has been carefully considered by the council, and action 
bas been taken in consequence of the recommendations 
that have come from that meeting. The minutes having 
been confirmed, the chairman proceeded to state the 
mmes of the candidates who have been nominated 
to fill the vacancies as members of the council, to be 
lected at this meeting, which we published a fort- 
night ago. He then continued—Inasmuch as the can- 
didates proposed to fill the vacancies in the office 
of president, vice-president, and auditors, viz, Mr. 
(eorge Burrow Gregory, M.P., president; Mr. Henry 
Thomas Young, vice-president; Mr. Philip Roberts, 
anditor; Mr. Edward Mackeson, auditor; Mr. Charles 
Graham, auditor; are not more in number than are re- 
quired to fill such vacancies, I have to declare that the 
above-named gentlemen are elected. The candidates to 
fillthe vacancies in the council being more in number 
than the vacancies, I proceed to nominate five scrutineers, 
The voting papers will go out and we must adjourn this 
meeting to a convenient day for the purpose of receiving 
the report of the scrutineers ; therefore at the end of this 
netting it will stand adjourned for the purpose of receiy- 
ing the reports of the scrutineers and declaring the election 
tothe 10th of August. The next business is to read the 
auditors’ report. I thought it might be interesting to you 
ifI called your attention to three or four of the items of 
which this account consists, because it is really of extreme 
importance that we should see where our income comes 
from, and where in the main our expenses are incurred. 
If you will strike ont from the report before you the 
balance at the bankers’ at the top, and a loan which ap- 
pears on the one side and also on the other at the bottom 
of the sccount, you will find that you have an income 
of about £12,000 a year, and it arises thus: about 
£4,500 from members’ subsoriptions, £1,000 a year from 
tents of rooms, £1,000 from teaching, about £3,250 
from examinations, and £2,500 from registrations, 
Itis to be hoped that the increase of members will con- 
tite, and that the rents may increase; but when you 
‘ome to consider the teaching, for which we receive at 
the rate of £800 or £1,000 a year, you will find it costs 
Weonsiderably more than that money. The thing I wish 
tocall your attention to is this, that the only portion of 
the revenue of this society which is greatly in excess of 
that which it costs you to furnish is that from the exami- 
tations. Woe havo had a great deal of discussion lately 
8 to the examining duties of this society going over 
to another set of examiners, and I am by no means 
inviting you to consider, because a large part of your 

comes from examinations, that therefore you 
should be opposed to passing over that duty to a better 


court of examination—far be it from me to suggest that ; | 


but I do think it is one of those cases that we should all 





| have very much in our heads when we deal with that great 


subject, knowing the great good this society is doing by 
the expenditure of its income, and the great difficulty we 
should have in making ends meet when those examina- 
tions go over to another place. I would just mention to 
you that your debt remains pretty much where it did. 
We have borrowed £60,000, and we havo paid off £15,000, 
and we have £45,000 tied to us asa debt, which we have 
not been able to lessen durirg the past year, nor during 
the last two or three years; and, therefore, there will, of 
course, be a serious sum, as there is now, for interest to 
be provided for under that head. £ believe you will find 
that the accounts which I present to you accurately repre- 
sent the state of facts, and, therefore, I move that the 
auditors’ report be received and adopted. 

Mr. McArrngur: I have to move that the auditors’ re- 
port be referred back to the auditors for re-consideration 
and amendment. Upon the face of it, there are many 
inaccuracies, which I am sorry to see in the accounts of @ 
eociety that ought to be a model of correctness and exact- 
ness, Now the auditors say it is the forty-ninth report, but 
they do not say of what. Perhaps you will refer me to 
the face of the document. There I find the Incorporated 
Law Society, which is not the name given to this so- 
ciety in its charter; therefore, you see this is a re- 
port of auditors, as to whom it appears they do 
not know their own name. I notice in this report 
up to the 31st of December there is omitted a very impor- 
tant distinction and division of accounts into capital and in- 
come. For years previously that was the form of the 
account ; this year it is omitted. Itis greatly to be regretted 
that thecouncil have sent out anaccount like this, which to a 
stranger might suggest that there must be something wrong. 
There are other matters inthe account which I quarrel wi 
and without information upon those figures it is utterly im- 
possible for you to test, even if you go back to the last 
annual statement, whether the account rendered to you here 
to-day be correct or not. As to the subscriptions of country 
members and town members there ought to be a statement 
of the number of country and town members up to the 31st 
of December, 1874, and who are liable to pay or ought to 
pay a subscription of £2 and £1. And another question is 
why, when you start in the usual manner, with your re- 
ceipts on the left-hand side of your account, and your pay- 
ments on the right-hand side, is it proper when you come to 
give a statement of your assets and liabilities to change 
sides altogether, and put what ought to be on the credit side 
on the debit side, and what ought to be on the debit side on 
the credit side? Then having exhausted that vagary you 
come back to put the proper statements on the proper sides. 
I admit the figures on either side will come to the same 
thing, but is it not to be regretted, when there is no wish to 
do wrong, that you do not do what is right?) Mr. McArthur 
then entered into a detailed examination of the accounts. 

The Cuarrman: I may take this opportunity of saying 
that Mr. McArthur has been offered the inspection of 
the books, and it would be much more convenient that this 
shoula be done in the next room instead of being brought 
up here where it is impossible to appreciate it. 

Mr. Kimper: I very much regret that a great many of 
the remarks we have just heard from Mr. McArthur are 
in a great measure justified. I am very much surprised 
this society, consisting as it does among its members of the 
elite of our branch of the profession, should allow accounts 
to be made out very much in the manuer and style of those 
companies who endeavour to conceal the true position of 
their affairs. I am perfectly justified in that observation, 
and I will show you | am by simply referring to one or two 
items, In the list of expenses we find the item of “ Gag, 
£420 5s. 3d.; Coal, £116 5s. Od. ; servants’ liveries, 
£87 9s. 6d. ;” and then comes an item, ‘“‘sundry bills,” 
and adding those together and deducting them from what 
is carried out, we have a sum of £200 unexplained, except 
by the item of ‘‘sundry bills.” Is that the way in which 
this society isto be conducted ? I ask you, ifsuch an item 
of £200 is not to be explained in the accounts, how is it that 
you find in another part they explain so small an itemas £15? 
Then we find on one side loan account, and on the other 
side loan account £1,000. Of course, any one accustomed 
to seeing accounts can see how that is. The president 
has explained it. I should like all the gentlemen assem- 
bled here to pass under a commission of examination be- 
fore me. I would ask them distinctly this question, whether 
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that is the proper way to express the transactions in the 
way in which they are expressed in this account? All I 
can say is, it is not the public, the open, and the fair and 
honest way to express these transactions. 

The CuatrMAN.—Do yon second Mr. McArthur ? 

Mr. Kiuser.—I simply speak upon the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. Crazon.—Having the honour to hold the post of 
chairman of the finance committee, it is natural 
that the chairman should ask me to reply to any 
observations Mr. McArthur has made. Having had 
all these accounts before me, I do say honestly 
I believe that not one penny is expended which is 
not all expended upon your concerns; and Jet me tell 
you, at the same time, that the fact that your expenditure 
is coming near to your income has made us all anxious 
about the expenditure, and a committee is sitting to see 
if we can reduce it. I do not propose to follow Mr. 
McArthur in much detail. It is impossible to follow his 
figures as to subscriptions and various other small 
matters, but I would suggest this to him. He has already 
been to the secretary, whose courtesy he has acknow- 
ledged, and I invite him to meet the finance committee, 
and I, as its chairman, will be happy to meet him; and 
if, upon any one point, he can satisfy me that our accounts 
can be improved, I will do all I can to ask the council to 
change the form of the accounts. It is admitted that 
it is an honest account. All that is said is that 
there are errors in it. Mr. Claron then went into 
an examination of the difference between capital and 
income in the account, and explained that the form 
of the forty-ninth account! was the: form which had 
been adopted from the beginning, and the council 
did not like to change what had been invariably 
adopted by their predecessors. He continued : I invite any 
one who has any criticism to make to see the finance com- 
mittee. I believe it is an honest account, giving informa- 
tion fairly to the members, and therefore I hope you will 
not pass the amendment. 

The Cuairman ther pnt the amendment—*‘ That the 
auditors’ report be referred back’’—but Mr. McArthur 
withdrew it after the expression of willingness by the 
chairman of the finance committee to set right anything 
shown to be wrong. ® 

The Cuatnman then moved “‘ That the annual report be 
received, approved, and entered upon the minutes.” 

Mr. Ovvzy seconded the motion. 

Mr. WaLtEr: Before the report is adopted I have to 
ask the attention of the council to what is set ont in page 
10 of that report, whick shows an invidious and a deep- 
seated hostility to this branch of the profession by the 
members of the bar. Why shonld the body of solicitors 
be singled out for exceptional legislation by the Inns of 
Court, and restrictions placed upon them which are placed 
on no other body of men in the United Kingdom? The 
monopoly which the bar have, and which they have 
hitherto exercised, I venture to affirm is exercised now as 
a dangerous monopoly, and as opposed to the public in- 
terest. I ask you to pay attention to page 11. A 
committee was appointed to consider the application for 
solicitors becoming barristers, and the cool answer we got 
from the committee was, “ You placed restrictions on our 
becoming solicitors, and it is only fair that we should place 
restrictions on your becoming barristers”’ I am sure in this 
nineteenth century no body of men holding the highest 
powers of exclusion from a profession should be enabled 
to exercise those powers without check or control what- 
ever. I say this council ought to show a different front, 
end not wind up by a non possumus, a8 they do in page 11 
of their report. 

Mr. Botox: Ihave read very carefully this report, and 
compared it with one or two previous reports, and the im- 
pression that it has made upon my mind, and I think the 
impression that it would make upon any candid, impartial 
and unbiassed, mind is that itfis an elaborate record of 
good intentions, but as we require something more than 
good intentions, it behoves us to consider whether we can- 
not make a few suggestions to the council with a view of 
carrying some of those good intentions into effect. We 
measure everything by its success, and every institution 
ia tested by that standard. I do not think the action of 
the council has been very successful. Take, for instance, 





the number of members. We have not in this society one. 
fourth of the number of members of the profession, 
Surely some effort might have been made, as was suggested: 
last year, to bring within this institution a large number 
of the attorneys and solicitors in London, and dispersed 
throughout the country, to give it strength and importance, 
not only infitself, but as to its influence on the country? [ 
have heard nothing as to any|specia! effort whatever havi 

been made by the council, or any individual member of it, 
to increase our number. With reference to the remunera. 
tion of solicitors, we are told there is a joint committee in 
action. What that means I hardly know. I have heard of 
hostile armies going into action, but a joint committee of 
this institution and of the council of some other body 
being in action is something I cannot understand, 
One would like to know something about what the council 
are doing with our interests upon the subject of the scale of 
costs under the Judicature Act. We ail know when that 


Act comes into operation a very considerable amount of 
business will be sent into the country, and we should like 
to have direct from the council whether they have contem- 
plated any suggestion as to the scale of remuneration in the 


county courts throughout the country, and also with regard 
to criminal cases. With regard to the solicitorship of public 
departments the council has been singularly unfortunate, and 
I am afraid that the council will require to speak a little 
more strongly and earnestly upon this matter before the 
solicitor class will get any of those appointments. Then, with 
reference to the appointment of parliamentary agents, that 
again is a matter of great importance to us, especially ag 
recently certain limits have been put upon parliamentary 
agents, and I hope the council will at their earliest opportu. 
nity support Mr. Lewis and Mr. Charley when they bring any 
Bill into Parliament connected with the subject. 


The CHarrMan: With regard to the progress of the. 


society, it has been said with some confidence that. 
nothing has been done by the council or by individual 
members to increase the number of the society. Now 
I can only say personally, I have written 500 letters 
upon the subject. I have done it at the instance of the 
council, and, with their approval of the subject, I put into 
the letters, and the result has not been nil, because, if 
you take the trouble to look for five years ending 1874, 
the accretion of the society in members has been 600, or 
an average of 120; and of that 600, 167 gentlemen joined 
us from the Metropolitan and Provincial Association, so: 
that the new men beyord the metropolitan and provincial 
are 433, or an average of 83; and in the year now closed 
we have had 28 metropolitan and provincial members, and 
we have had 233 new members. We have lost 43 by death 
and resignation. And again, from June, 1874, to June, 1876, 
there have been 190as against. an averageof 83 during the pre- 
vious year, exclusive of the metropolitan and provincial mems 
bers. I] am sureI speak the feeling of the council when I say 
that any comment that can be made, and any suggestion 
that can be conveyed to them, will always be attended to 
and most carefully considered. I assure you that though 
you may happen to think that this council is a bed of roseg,. 
and that the softest leaves are culled for the bed of the 
president, it is a very inadequate idea of what goes on in 
our council-room ; really the duties that we undertake here, 
and which we with more or less success perform for the 
society and the public generally, are very onerous, and I 
do not know that any one of them is more entitled to our 
consideration and receives more careful watching than 
when we should speak and when weshould holdour tonguess, 
you must always watch. We are not the most favoured 
class of men in the world, and it is not making a noise. 
aboutour professional interests that will best secure our ends.. 
I believe anything more dangerous than the putting before 
the public constantly our remuneration and the ideas that 
we have of our own importance, and how we can extend 
our own profits, is about as dangerous @ course as can be 
prescribed to this council. We must be content to let 
our influence be felt by our good condact, our honourable 
conduct, our education, and our usefulness—that is far 
better than all the acts and penalties that can be pre- 
scribed, If we do our duty at all honourably, and as edu- 
cated men, we shall find the publio will see it is not only 
the best but the most economical course to employ us, 
and there lies the road to our best victories. The gentle- 
man who said we had acted with imbecility in moeting the 
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mmission in the manner we did, is under some mistake ; 
j}was impossible to take other action than that which the 
Council did take, or to do more than they have done, or 
intend todo. They tell you, and they tell you truly, that 
asthe law of the country is constituted, they have done 
- theright thing in attempting to bring the benchers toa 
better sense of that which they think due to them and the 
lic. The Speaker told us, they said, it is inexpedient, 
and they will not attend to it. Now, he tells us 
what the answer given by us to the benchers should have 
peen. It is the identical answer we have given them. 
What more could have been done? I am not able to 
st what I feel when we are reminded so many 
times that we have failed to effect our object. We have 
almost run ourselves into this sort of difficulty, that we 
have pleaded and pleaded, and have found ourselves 
unable to get the relief that we thought due tous. One 
tleman has alluded to parliamentary agents. What 
can we do? There are gentlemen who make the rules— 
theSpeaker of the one House and the chairman of the 
other—and there is no appeal. We make the best repre- 
sentations upon the subject, and we can do no more. It 
js not that we did not ask, or have failed to ask, properly 
that we have failed in the object we had in view. 

The resolution was put to the meeting, and carried 
manimously. 

Mr. McAxruur then proposed the following resolutions 
which were seconded by Mr. Bolton: “ That the council 
shall not henceforth appropriate or allow to be used any 
parts of the society’s buildings as club-rooms to or by 
any club whose rules require any other qualification for 
admission than membership in this society and payment 
ofthe fees and subscriptions required by such rules, or 
which requires members of this society to submit to any 
¢ection or ballot for admission to such club,” and also 
“That the following be a bye-law of the society, viz., the 
comncil shall not let any rooms in the society’s buildings 
foralonger term than six months, nor for any rent less 
than the fair letting value except on the condition that 
meh letting shall be sanctioned by the next annual or 
special general meeting of the members.” 

Several members having spoken in support of and 
against these resolutions they were put to the meeting and 
declared to be Jost. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman terminated the pro- 


ceedings. 





SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION. 
County Court AppraLs. 


Adeputation from this association waited on the Soli- 
titor-General, on the 11th ult., on the subject of the me- 
morial which had been presented requesting the Govern- 
ment to adopt the amendment to the County Courts Bill, 
of which Mr. Serjeant Simon had given notice. The de- 
putation consisted of Sir J. Eardley Wilmot, Bart., M.P., 
MrJohn Dunbar, M.P., Mr. Charles Clark, Q.C., Mr. A. E. 
Miller, Q.C., Mr. C. W. Ryalls, LL.D., Mr. E. C. Dunn, and 
Mr. J. Sewell White. The Solicitor-General seemed to be 
most impressed with the difficulty of informing the Appeal 
Court of the facts which had occurred in the court below 
ifthe system of proceeding by special case were abolished. 
He pointed ont that in the superior courts the judge's 
notes wore always to be had, and the judge, too, was on the 
tot, The deputation pointed out that there was no ap- 
peal on facts from the county courts, which to some ex- 
tent took away tho force of the Solicitor-General’s difli- 
culty ; they also showed that under the Bankruptcy Act 

was an appeal on matters of fact, and that this ap- 
was brought by motion to the Appeal Court, and not 

Special case, ‘The Solicitor-General promised that the 

of the deputation, which he fully appreciated, 
thould have his best consideration, but it might be neces- 
Mry for him to speak to the Lord Chancellor on the sub- 
before anything could be finally determined on with 
tferenco to the proposed amendment of the County 
Ovarta Bill, 





Cuurts. 


CHANCERY. 
(Before Hatt, V.C., at chambers.) 
April 16.—Re Solomon and Davey. 

A vendor’s solicitor is not bound to answer as to his own personal 
knowledge the usual requisition whether the vendor or his 
solicitor is aware of any incumbrances affecting the property 
and not disclosed by the abstract. 

By a contract of sale, dated January 21, 1875, and made 
between Francis Davey and Amelia Solomon, the said 
F. Davey agreed to purchase a freehold dwelling-house, 
shop, and premises situate and being No. 96, Thomas- 
street, in the city of Bristol. 

In the course of the examination of title a re- 
quisition was made as to whether the vendor was, or 
her solicitors were, aware of any judgments, settlements, 
mortgages, charges, or other incumbrances of any descrip- 
tion affecting the property and not disclosed by the ab- 
stract. 

The vendor’s solicitors declined to answer this requisi- 
tion so far as related to their personal knowledge. 

The purchaser thereupon took out a summons in the 
chambers of Vice-Chancellor Hall, under the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874, that the vendor and her solicitors 
might be ordered to answer the requisition. 

Hatt, V.C., held that the vendor's sclicitors were not 
bound to answer as to their personal knowledge, but 
ordered the vendor to answer the requisition. The 
minutes of the order were as follows :— 

Upon the application of the above-named Francis 
Davey, and upon hearing the solicitors for the application 
and for Amelia Solomon, the vendor, and upon reading an 
affidavit of James Roger Bramble, filed the 3rd of March, 
1875, and the exhibits A. and B. therein referred to, it is 
ordered that the above-named Amelia Solomon, the vendor, 
do within seven days from the service of this order, answer 
the third requisition of the said Francis Davey as to 
whether the vendor is, or her solicitors are, aware of any 
judgments, settlements, mortgages, charges, or other in- 
cumbrances of any description affecting the property not 
disclosed by the abstract of the vendor's title. And it is 
ordered that the said Amelia Solomon do pay to the 
applicant, Francis Davey, his costs of and consequent 
upon this application, to be taxed by the taxing master. 

Solicitors for the vendor, Gregory, Rowelife, § Rawle, 
for Benson ¥ Co., Bristol. 

Solicitor for the purchaser, Hammond, for Bramble $ 
Blackburn, Bristol. 





THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


June 7, 21.—Bell v. The London and North-Western Raila 
tay Company. The same v. The Midiand Railway Company. 


Undue preference—Consumer and Dealer—Rebates—Railway 
and Canal Trailic Act, 1854, s. 2. 

The N. W. Railway Company carried deals and staves 
by their railway for the applicant, who was a timber merchant 
at B.; they charged the applicant 9d. per ton for the loading 
or unloading of deals and staves at their station at B., 
which service was there performed by the company’s servants 
for the applicant. 

Certain brewers at B. had breweries connected with the N. W. 
Railway Company’s station at that place by branch lines; 
thedeals and staves which they received by the N. W. 
line were hauled on to their premises by the brewers’ own- 
locomotives, and unloaded there by their own servants. The 
N. W. Railway Company allowed the brewers otf the rate for 
carrying a rebate of 9d. per ton for performing this service of 
loading and unloading the railway trucks, and 4}d, for haul- 
ing the trucks between the line and the breweries. 

Held, on the evidence, that the rebate for loading and unrload- 
ing represented a larger sum by 44d. than the amount which 
it would cost the company to perform the service, and that 
if the N. W. Railway Company continued to allow the re- 
bate to the brewers, the rate at which staves and deals were 
to be carried for the applicant must be reduced 44a. per ton. 


This was an 4 vom we to the commissioners under the 


6th section of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1878, com- 


* Roported by W. H. Macnamana, Esq, Barrister-at-Law. 
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plaining of a contraventicn of secti n 2 of the Railway anil 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854; and «sking for an order enjonng 
the London and North-Western Railway C mpavy ani the 
Midland Railway Company to desist from giving an undue 
preference to Messrs. Bass, Ratcl'ff & Gretton, Allsopp & 
Sons, Ind Coope & Co.. Thomas Salt & Co., the Burton 
Brewery Company, and Joseph Nunnelev, in the convey- 
ance of staves and deals to Burton. on-Trent. 

The case against the London and North-Western Railway 
Company was alone gone into; the Midland Railway Com- 
pany having agreed to be bound hy the judgment in that case. 

The applicant, Adam Bell (trading under the firm of 


Perks & Sons), was a timber merchant carrying en business ! 


at Burton-on-Trent. The defendants were in the habit of 
conveying by their railways for the anplicant to the Burton 
Station foreign timber, known as ‘‘ balks” and deals, which 
are sawn up and used for building purpose, and foreign oak 
staves which are extensively used by coopers and brewers 
in making casks. The goods were conveyed to the applicant’s 
premises from the station in carts. The defendants at their 
own expense had laid down rails up to the premises of the 
principal brewers in Burton, and goods intended for delivery 
to those brewers, or intended by them for transport by the 
railway have been forwarded by the trucks direct to or from 
the premises. These brewers were formerly large customers 
of the applicant for deals, and staves; but now ob- 
tained them by rail direct to their premises. The charge 
to the Burton railway station was a uniform tonnage rate, 
charged equally to the brewers and to the applicant. If 
the brewers hauled their goods to and from the station to 
their premises by their own locomotives, they were allowed 
a rebate off the uniform rate of 43d. per ton; and if they 
loaded and unloaded the trucks they were allowed a rebate 
of 9d. per ton. 

Wills, Q.C., and F. M. White, for the applicants.—The 
terminal services were opticnal in the one case and not in 
the other ; the defendants’ a!lowance of 9d. for such optional 
service was extravagant and unreasonable. 

Pope, Q.C., and J. C. Carter, for the defendants.—The 
question was whether the charge made in the one case and 
the rebate allowed in the other were reasonable for the 
services rendered. It was not a case in which one trader 
was preferred to another in the same description of traffic ; 
the brewers were not dealers in timber, but consumers only. 
The preference intended in the Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act was the preference of one trader over another in the 
same description of business, where there was a competition 
of interest, not a preference shown to the consumer over the 
trader. 

The Covrr subsequently delivered the following judgment: 
—This is a complaint of undue preference, caused by the ar- 
rangements of the two companies for the delivery of traffic 
to and from their stations in Burton-upon-Trent. The com- 
panies have laid down branch lines from their stations and 
sidings to different parts of the town, and the station to 
station tonnage rates at which they carry goods between 
Burton and other places are the same for all parts of the 
town to which there is aecess by rail, no extra charge being 
made for the distance between the station and any pointon 
the branch lines, The branch lines are laid down in direc- 
tions which take them past the premises of the principal 
brewers, and the connection by rail with these premises is 
made complete by private lines. Perks & Sons, the com- 
plainants, are a firm of timber merchants, whose premises 
are not upon a branch line, and their goods can only be 
transported to and from the station by cartage. The plan 
of making no additional charge for the mileage of the branch 
lines is an advantage to those in whose favour it operates; 
but Perke & Sons do not complain of this as giving a pre- 
ference which is undue or unreasonable under the circum- 
stances, The complaint they make is as follows :—The 
companies may be said not themselves to work the branch 
lines in Burton. The haulage between their stations and 
sidings and the breweries is done by the brewers with their 
own engines, and for doing this they are allowed by the com- 
panies off the goods rate a drawback of 43d. a ton. The 
loading and unloading of the waggons and trucks is also 
done by the brewers, and at their works, instead of at the 
station and by railway porters, and tor this a drawback of 
9d.aton is allowed. Those drawbacks are alleged to be 
excessive, and to give an undue advantage to those who 
benefit by them. It is urged that, though a railway com- 
pany whose goods rates cover the performance of various 
services may be right not to make, and indeed may not bo 
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entitled to make, the full charge in cases where they are 
relieved from the performance of one or more of those ger. 
vices, the amount deducted ought not to be more than com- 
mensurate with the expense saved to the railway company, 
and it is asserted that in this case that limit has not been 
observed, and that the companies do not receive full value 
for the rebates granted by them. The companies put in, ag 
part of their answer to the complainants’ application, the 
affidavits of their general managers, filed in the Court of 
Common Pleas, in a cause between the same parties in 1872, 
and in the 11th paragraph of Mr. Findley’s affidavit for the 
North- Western, and the 9th paragraph of Mr. Allport’s for 
the Midland Railway Company, it is clearly shown that 
9d. per ton is the rebate for loading or unloading the 
railway trucks, and 44d, the rebate for the hauling of the 
trucks between the sidings and the breweries, which the 
companies would otherwise have to do by their own shunt. 
ing engines. They desired, however, at the hearing before 
us that we would consider that not only are they saved 
much expensive work in retu n for the rebates, but that the 
brewers, in addition, provide toa large extent station room 
for their own traffic. The first Burton Branch Act was passed 
in 1859, and the rebates are probably the same now as they 
have always been. It did not appear at the hearing in what 
manner the figures were originally arrived at, and we have 
therefore looked carefully into the evidence to see what are 
the precise services transferred from the companies, and what 
expenses they are saved by the transfer. The trucks to be 
hauled over the branch lines are sorted and arranged by the 
companies on their sidings ready for removal, but this is not 
the only terminal service included in the tonnage rate, 
Hauling and loading and unloading are also included, and 
under ordinary circumstances such work would be done 
at the station, and the station would have to be large enough 
for all the traffic of which it disposes. Burton is in this 
respect peculiar. There the brewers haul their trucks away, 
and load and unload them on their own premises, saving the 
railway companies the great expense they would be put to 
in finding sufficient room ifall the work at present distri 
buted among the breweries had to be concentrated at the 
stations. If 44d. a ton is allowed for simply hauling, it 
seems to ustoo much. The locomotive expenses of a goods 
train do not average 1s. a mile with a fall load, and could 
not amount to as much as 4}d. a ton upon branches not ex- 
ceeding one mile in length, even with such causes of in- 
creased cost as working in an’ out of sidings and drawing 
light loads over short distances. But it does not seem to us 
too much, nor yet too little, if it represents in addition the 
value to the companies of being able to discharge their 
loaded trucks outside their station and in the goods yards of 
other persons, and, 8o considered, this rebate is no prejudice 
to any one and is part of a traffic arrangement of general 
convenience and economy. Thero is no other service in+ 
cluded in the goods rate, and which the companies are 
relieved of, except loading and unloading, and the rebate of 
9d. applies specially to this. Staves for casks and deals are 
the chief import of Perks and Sons, and as brewers can and 
do import the same articles for their own consumption, 
lower rates in favour of some of them tend, not only to restrict 
the trade of the complainants, but also to depress unduly 
the terms on which they can supply those with whom re 
do business. Now, they contend that staves and d 
can be unloaded for 2d, a ton, and that to allow 9d. for the 
service is in effect to reduce by the difference between 2d. 
and 9d. the rates at which the companies carry timber for 
the brewers below the rates charged to the complainants. 
We think that the sum per ton which it would actually cost 
the railway companies to load and unload railway trucks 
with goods of this kind would be considerably under 94., 
and we are not prepared to value the service at more than 
half of so high a figure. If we are right in this conclusion, 
the complainants are subjected to an undue prejudice 
disadvantage in being charged 4}d. more per ton for the 
carriage of staves and deals than the brewers, and the order 
we shall make will be that if the companies continue to 
allow rebates to the amount of 1s. 1}d. to the latter, the 
rates at which staves and deals are carried for the com- 
plainants must be reduced 4}d. a ton, and that they shall be 
paid the costs of their application. 

Solicitors for the applicant, Paterson, Snow, § Burney. 

Solicitor for the Leica and North-Western Railway 
Company, R. 7. Roberts. 

Solicitors for tho Midland Railway Company, Bel 
Marigold, & Beale, 
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gayliamtent and Leqislation. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


July 12.—Inrernationat OBLIGATIONS. 


Lord PrnZzANcE called attention to the following passage 
jn the despatch of the German Minister to the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs of the Kiug of the Belgians, dated the 
grd of Febraary last: ‘‘ They are incontestable principles 
of international law that a State ought not to permit its 
gbjects to disturb the internal peace of another State, 
god is bound to take care by its laws that it is in a posi- 
tion to fulfil this international obligation.” In this country 
offences of all kinds were tried by juries, but if the pro- 
position laid down by the German Minister were made an 
international obligation, the whole system would have to 
bealtered, for there were many offences that came within 
it for which English juries would not convict. In fact it 
would be necessary if the principle laid down was to be 
acted upon to enact a law which would prt down freedom. 
If England or any other State found it impossible either 
to make or to administer laws which would meet the views 
of the German Minister, it would have to provide com- 
pensation for infringements. He asked whether any ap- 
plication had been made to her Majesty’s Government to 
acquiesce in the principle he had referred to as one of 
international law, and, if so, with what result.—The 
Barl of Dersy said that no application had been made to 
her Majesty’s Government to acquiesce in the principle of 
international law contaired in the passage quoted. 


PoiivTion or Rivers. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Mepicat Acts AmenpMENtT (CoLLecE or SurGEons). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Royat Intsu Consranvnary. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


July 15.—Pvusiic Hearn. 


The report of amendments on this Bill was agreed to. 


Frrenpiy Sociretizs. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 28 Lord ABERDARE moved toamend the clause 
by reducing the maximum ineurance on the lives of 
children from £6 to £3.—Earl Beavcnamp hoped their 
lordships would agree with the decision at which the 
House of Commons arrived on this subject, and would not 
make the alteration proposed by the noble lord opposite, 
—The Earl of Morury expressed his approval of. the 
amendment.—On a division the amendment was carried by 
41 to 37. 

The Bill passed through commitee. 

Cuetsea Hosriran (Lanps), 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Brinegs (IrEvanp). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


July 9.—Evrorran Assurance Soctery ARrpirrarion, 
On the consideration of the amendments to this Bill, 
Mr, C. E. Lewis moved that the Bill be re-committed. 
The Legislature had provided for the appointment as 
wbitrators of persons of the highest judicial standing. It 
Was now proposed to intrust this judicial power to a 
barrister of fifteen years’ standing. He thought the Bill 
ought to be referred back to the committee for their re- 
Consideration on this point.—Mr. Watponr, as chairman 
of the committee which sat on this subject, said that if 
the Lord Chancellor could find a person of similar position 
toLords Westbury or Romilly the Bill would allow of his 
‘pointment.—Mr. Jackson did not like the notion of an 
Appeal in the case of an arbitration, but he would not ask 
the House to reconsider a decision which had been come 
& committee composed of some of the most eminent 
members.—Tho amendment was withdrawn, and the Bill 
8 read a third time and passed, 


; Pactiric Istanprrs’ Prorecrron, 
This Bill was read a third time. 





Puarmacy. 
This Bill passed through comuaittee. 
Perry Szsstons (IRELAND). 

This Bill was withdrawn. 

July 12.—Empioyenrs anp WonrkMEN. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses 1 and 2 were agreed to, 

On clause 3, Lord R. Montacu moved the insertion of 
words providing that imprisonment should not be inflicted 
in cases where the workman was unable to pay through 
want of means.—The amendment was agreed to.—Mr. 
Serjeant Simon proposed to substitute one week for one 
month of imprisonment, so as to mitigate the severity of 
the clause.—Mr. Cross said the clause was introduced in 
favour of the working classes, but he was perfectly willing 
to substitute fourteen days for a month.—This amendment 
was agreed to.—Lord R. Monracu moved, in page 2, line 
24, to add, ‘‘ which full term of imprisonment, anything 
in the Summary Jurisdiction Act and the Debtors Act, 
1869. to the contrary notwithstanding, shall be in fall 
satisiaction of the order, and a bar to and exclusion of 
distraint upon goods and chattels. '—The amendment was 
agreed to, and the clause, as amended, wasordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

Clauses 4 and 5 were agreed to. 

On clause 6, the words “fourteen days”’ were substituted 
for ‘a month,” and the clause, as amevded, was agreed 
to—The remaining clauses were agreed to.—Mr. Cross 
proposed to add io the Bill a new clause to enable justices 
to mitigate the penalty imposed by any Act relating to 
employers and workmen by reducing it to one-third of 
the sum named.—The new clause was agreed to, and was 
added to the Bill. 


Conspiracy AND Protection oF‘ PROPERTY. 

The House went into committee ou this Bill. 

Clauses 1, 2, and 3 were agreed to with verbal amend- 
ments. 

On clause 4, Mr. LowE moved to omit the words “ where 
a workman is employed by a municipal authority or other 
pubic body to,” &e., and to insert “ where a person is 
legally bound and is able to perform any duty the immedi- 
ate and probable consequences of the neglect of which 
would be to deprive the community of a supply of gas or 
water, or shall endanger property of the value of £100, or 
endanger human life, such person, if he abandons that 
duty without reasonable excuse, shall on conviction, &.” 
—Mr. Cross opposed the amendment, which, after much 
discussion, was rejected on a division by 127 to 108.—The 
clause was amended by the substitution of the word “ per- 
son ” for “ workman.”—On the motion of Mr. Cross, the 
words “or by any company or contractor” were inserted 
after the words “ public company.’—Mr. Cross moved an 
addition to the clause, requiring a printed copy of the 
section to be posted up in some conspicnous place at the 
gas or water works of the municipal aathority, or public 
company, or company, or contractor carrying on such 
works, under a penalty not exceeding £5 for each day’s de- 
fault, and inflicting a penalty not exceeding 403. on any 
person unlawfully defacing or covering up such copy.— 
The clause, as amended, was agreed to. 

On clause 5, on the motion of Mr. Macponatp, “any 
person ” was substituted for the words “‘ an employer or a 
workman.”—The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the insertion 
of words which made it an offence under the clause to 
‘endanger human life or cause serious bodily injury.”— 
These words were inserted in the clause. which, as amended, 
on a division was carried by 174 to 130. 

Clauses 6 and 7 were agreed to. 

Clause 8 was struck out of the Bill. 

On clause 9, Mr. Horpwoop moved an amendment that, 
upon the hearing of any complaint, the parties to the con- 
tract, their husbandsor wives, should be deemed competent 
witnesses.—The amendment was agreed to, and the clause 
as amended was ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

On clause 10 (definitions), Mr. Jackson moved the inser- 
tion, after ‘* contract of service,” of the words “ contract 
of hiring,” so as to make the clause apply to masters as 
well as men.—The ArrorNEY-GeNERAL having promised 
that he would reconsider the clause before the report, 
the amendment was withdrawn.—Lord R. Montacu moved 
an amendment that the words after “ any justice” should 
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be omitted, and in lieu thereof there should be inserted, 
as respects the City of London, the Lord Mayor 
or any aldermar of the said City, sitting at the 
Marsion House or Guildhall Jastice-rooms; as respects 
any police-court division in the metropolitan police district, 
any metropolitan police magistrate sitting at the police- 
court for that division; and as respects any place or district 
for which there is a stipendiary magistrate, such magistrate 
sitting at a police-court or other place appointed in that 
behalf ; and elsewhere, any justice or justices of the peace 
to whom jurisdiction is given by the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Act; provided that as respects any case within the 
cognizance of such jastice or justices, as last aforesaid, a 
complaint under this Act shall be heard and determined 
and an order for imprisonment made by two or more jus- 
tices of the peace in petty sessions sitting at some place 
appointed for holding petty sessions; and provided that 
the consent of her Majesty’s Attorney-General or Solicitor- 
General shall be previously obtained before any cause shall 
be heard or proceedings taken under this Act.—Mr. Cross 
assented to the amendment as far as regarded the words 
relating to petty sessions, and the amendment thus altered 
was agreed to.—Clause 10, as amended, was agreed to, 
as were also clauses up to and including clause 15. 

Mr. Cross moved the following clause : -‘‘ Every person 
who, with a view to compel any other person to abstain 
from doing or to do any act which such other person has a 
legal right to do or to abstain from doing, shall use violence to 
any person orany property, or shall threaten or intimidate any 
person in such a manner as to justify a justice of the peace 
to bind over such person to keep the peace, and every 
person who, with a view seriously to annoy or intimidate 
any person, persistently follows such person about, or hides 
any property owned or used by such person, or deprives 
him of or hinders him in the use thereof, or watches or 
besets the place where such person resides or is or the 
approach of such place, or with one or more persons follows 
such person in a disorderly manner in or through any 
street or road, shall on summary conviction before two 
justices be imprisoned with or without bard labour for a 
term not exceeding three months.”—Mr. Lowe asked fur 
time to consider the effect of the proposal, and it was 
arranged that it should be adjourned till Friday. 


Wasuincton Treaty (Cuarmms) Distrievrion. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pusrtic Works Loans. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
ets Country Covrrs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Portce Expenses. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Trarric Recuiation (Dvniry). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Post-oFFick SUPERANNUATIONS AND GRATUITIES. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Evementary Epucation Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


: DrvucGinc or ANIMALS. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


July 13.-—Jupicarure Act AMENDMENT. 

The House again went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 17, Mr. Watkin Wriuiams moved in page 9, 
line 24, to insert words to limit the power of the judges in 
making rules as to matters of pleading, practice, and proce- 
dure.—The ATrorNeY-GENERAL said that unless confidesce 
could be placed in the judges in such a matter they would 
be hardly fit for their position. Such powers were not 
confined to the judges, for similar powers had been conferred 
on different Government departments.—Sir H. James said it 
appeared to him that they were going to hand very great 
powers over to the judges by this Bill. What was the use 
of this committee going through and approving these rules 
if the judges might alter them in any way that they 
pleased’ It was, no doubt, some safeguard that new rules 
should be Jaid before Parliament, but it would be very 
difficult to induce this House either to disapprove or modify 
any rule made by the judges.—The Arrornuy-GENERAL 
observed that at the proper time he should have an amend- 
ment to propose upon that point.—Sir H. James was glad 
to hear it. He would give the judges all the power that 





was required to fram general rules and orders for the 
administration of the law as regarded pleading, proced 
and practice, but he would not place in their hands the 
power virtually to frame the law which they had to 
administer.—Mr. Loves did not think the clause would con. 
fer undue powers on the judges, and referred to the Common 
Law Procedure Act of 1852 as an instance of similar powers 
conferred upon them.—Mr. Law observed that Parliament, 
by passing these rules, was asked to enact a new code of 
procedure, and then by one sweeping clause power wag 
given to the judges to alter or repeal any part of this code.— 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said the clause did not give the 
judges power to introduce fresh legislation, but only to 
make additional rules for carrying out the principal Act, 
and giving effect to the precise enactments passed by the 
Legislature. [n all probability every rule or order hereafter 
made would have reference to procedure only, but questions 
might arise which would require that the judges should go 
beyond mere procedure. ‘Lhey had exercised powers of 
this nature for the last twenty yeirs, and had never 
exercised them in such a form as to require the intervention 
of the Legislaturé,—Mr. Osporne Moraan said his hon, 
and learned friend (Mr. W. Williams) seemed to regard 
the judges almost as his natural enemies, and to believe 
they had an irrepressible desire to do mischief. If they 
were not fit to be entrusted with these powers, they were not 
fit to be entrusted with judicial powers. —Mr. C. E. Lewis 
supported the amendment, and protested agrinst the per- 
nicious system now growing up of extending the laws by 
means ot powers given to judges or to the Queen in Connell 
instead of doing so by the direct authority of Parliament.— 
Mr. W. Wis1taMs said that the principle contained in the 
clause was one of great importance, involving, as it did, the 
question whether the House was prepared to delegate to the 
judges the power of legislation. He trusted that Parliament 
would not consent to part with that power, and must press 
his amendment to a division.—Sir G. Bowyer should sup- 
port the amendment. He objected to such an extensive and 
unconstitutional power being given to the judges.—Mr 
Grecory considered that a provision like that contained in 
the clause was absolutely necessary. If the amendment 
should be adopted the power proposed to be given to t 
judges would be materially cut down.—Upon a division the 
amendment was lost by 143 to 83.—Mr. Gonsr moved at 
the end of the clause to add words to make the districts 
now attached to the local courts of the county of Lan 
caster districts of the High Court, subject to alteration 
by order in council.—The AtTToRNEY-GENERAL said it 
might be convenient to retain those districts, but he did 
not think it desirable that it should be done by Act of 
Parliament. However, he would give full consideration to 
the matter, and if he thought it right to provide for thet 
retention in that way, he would bring up a clause on the 
subject.—The amendmeut was withdrawn, and the clause 
was agreed to. 

Clauses 18 and 19 were agreed to. 

On clause 20 (provision as to Act not affecting rules of 
evidence or juries, &c.), Mr. Lopes moved, in page 10, tine 
16, to insert after the word ‘‘affect,” “trial by jury 0% 
so as to prevent trial by jury from being interfered with by 
the rules of court.—The Soniciror-GENERAL pointed out that 
under the 36th order of the schedule trial by jury was 
regulated, and the particular mode of trix] prescri 
The amendment was therefore unnecessary.—Sir H. James 
suggested, instead of the amendment, the introduction of 
words providing that no rules of court hereafter to be 
made should affect the mode of trial by jury now if 
existence.—The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that the pro 
would meet the case, but that it had better be embodied 
in a separate clause.—Mr. Lopes said if the Attorney- 
General would undertake at the proper place to introdude 
this clause he would withdraw his amendment.—The 
amendment was withdrawn.—Mr. WATKIN WILLIAMS pt 
posed an amendment with the view of preserving 
advantages of a bill of exceptions.—The Soticirom 
GENERAL opposed the amendment. Tne object of 
amendment was secured by an appeal to the appellate court 
from the decision of the judge.—Mr. GreGory polne 
out that the amendment provided for the whole questioa 
being submitted to the jury. The power of re 
points had been carried somewhat 'too far by the judges 
Sir W. Harcourt agreed that nothing was more danget 
than the extent to which this power of reserving questiow 
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has been carried of Jate, contrary to the former practice of 
geh judges as Lord Ellenborough or Lord Mansfield.—Mr. 
Jores said the hon. and learned member for Oxford did 
not appear to understand that one of the great advantages 
of a jadge being empowered to reserve leave was that it 
gabled a verdict to be entered, so that the whole question 
quld be decided by the court above without sending it 
down for further trial. If the object of the amendment was 
to secure something in the nature of a bill of exceptions it 
had his earnest approval.—Mr. Warxrn WI.14Ms said the 
aly object of the amendment was to prevent a judge 
withdrawing a question of fact from the jury.—Sir J. 
KarsLaKeE said, as he understood the amendment, it did 
notin the slightest degree interfere with the power con- 
ferred upon a judge to reserve questions of law for the con- 
sideration of the court above, with the consent of counsel, 
and he hoped nothing ever would ; but it was avery different 
question whether the power conferred upon a judge should 
beso large as to enable him to withdraw a question from 
the jury altogether, contrary to the wish of counsel ; that 
should be carefully guarded against, as it was intended to 
be by this amendment.—Mr. Butt supported the amend- 
ment, observing that without such a protection we shou'd 
be giving up trial by jury.—The Arrorney-GENERAL 
assented to the amendment.—The amendment was then 
to. 
Clause 21 was agreed to and added to the Bill. 

! On clause 22 (regulation of circuits), Mr. GRANTHAM 
moved an amendment limiting the power of the Queen in 
Council in reference to circuits to the rearrangement of a 
sap circuit, not to its abolition.—The AtTTORNEY- 
ERAL opposed the amendment. He observed that the 
cause was meant to give effect to a recommendation of the 
Judicature Commissioners. —The amendment was negatived. 
Clauses 23 to 25 inclusive were agreed to.—The ATTORNEY 
GeXERAL moved the first of a series of new clauses amend- 
ing the 35 & 36 Vict. c. 44, as to the transfer of 
Government securities to and from the Paymaster-General 


on behalf of the Court of Chancery and the National Debt } 


Commissioners.—The clause was agreed to. 

The ArrorNey-GENERAL then proposed a new clause 
amending the 32 & 33 Vict. c. 83, s. 19, and the 33 & 34 Vict. 
«71, s. 116, as to the payment of unclaimed dividends to 
persons entitled. —The clause was agreed to. 

Mr. Jackson moved, in page 8, after clause 14, the inser- 
tin of a new clause affirming the principleon which costs 
were to be taxed. His object was to secure to every successful 
litigant indemnity from his opponent for the nece-sary costs 
and expenses he was pht to in enforcing his rights and not 
simply costs between party and party. The clause had re- 
ceived the approval of the Master of the Rolls.—Mr. O. 
Morcan said the clause was so reasonable that it was 
surprising it had not been adopted before—Mr, MARTEN 
supported the clause.—Mr. Serjeant Srwon, while sup- 
porting the clause, admitted that there must be some 
restriction upon the number of counsel employed and 
the fees paid to them. The winning party was en- 
titled to all costs, subject to revision by a competent 
athority—Sir H. James said there were two sides to 
the question, and the adoption of the amendment would 
multiply speculative actions which it was desirable to 
discourage. He was not aware that there had been any 
general complaint of hardship on the part of successful 
litigants, and if they were to get all costs solicitors would 
be deprived of every inducement to observe such economy 
@ was possible in the conduct of litigation. If the 
attorney knew that he would get his whole costs it would, 
infact, be a premium upon the introduction of a class of 
cases and a class of practitioners that ought to be avoided. 
—The Arrorney-GENERAL said this was not a question of 
Principle, but it was one of policy. Before a long-estab- 

tule was done away with there ought to be some- 
thing like a general expression of opinion on the part of 
the public as well as on the part of members of the legal 
Profession. He very much feared that the proposed change 
Would greatly multiply speculative actions and encourage 
extravagant expenditure to the sacrifice of clients.—Sir A. 
Lusk said he knew fifty men in London, and he was one 
of them, who would suffer injustice rather than go into a 
court of law, and just let the House fancy justice being 
Administered in such a way that it was not worth trying 
toget it,—Mr. Lopes expressed his concurrence in what 


been said by the hon. and learned member for | 





Taunton.—Mr. Leeman, having practised ae a solicitor 
between thirty and forty years, took a very different view, 
as he had often been compelled to advise a client to suffer 
wrong rather than go to law, because the actual expenses 
must far exceed the taxed costs. If the hon. and learned 
gentleman (Sir H. James) had passed some time in the 
earlier years of his life in a solicitor’s office he would have 
had sounder views on this sabject. As the Bill stood there 
were many cases in which a suitor might get a verdict, but 
in which he would not recover costs. The judge might 
refuse to give costs. The Attorney-General might think 
that the public had not spoken on the subject, but 
among the branch of the profession to which he 
(Mr. Leeman) used to belong (the solicitors) it had long 
been felt that this was a grievance which ought to 
have been redressed. The Attorney-General might be un- 
willing to interfere with the old principle as to costs, but 
it was really taken away by clause 52, which enacted that 
the costs which were incident to the litigation might be 
allowed at the discretion of the judge. It might be said 
that, unless costs were taxed as between party and party, 
the solicitor might go into unnecessary expense by engag- 
ing scientific witnesses and eminent counsel with large 
fees. But in the case of any extravagance on the part of 
the solicitor, why should not a discretion be given to the 
jadge who tried the cause to say whether the items ought 
to be allowed? There was no one whomight not be driven 
into court to defend his rights. It mattered little to the 
solicitor, who had the client behind him to pay the costs 
disallowed by the taxing master; but the general public 
were interested in the question, and he trusted that the 
Attorney-General would see his way to adopt at least the 
principle of the amendment.—Mr. GrantHam thought the 
amendment was too wide, and would be improved by sub- 
stituting the word ‘‘may” for the word “ shall.’’—Mr, 
Dopps, as a solicitor, hoped that the amendment would be 
agreed to.—Sir J. KarsLAke would suggest to his hon. and 
learned friend that it would be better not to press his amend- 
ment, which he thought went too far. The Bill proposed that 
instead of the judge being bound to award costs to the 
successful party heshould award them at hisdiscretion. There 
were cases in which excessive fees were paid, but the tax- 
ing master had the power to deal wita them, and the 
discretion left to the judge to determine on which side and 
in what proportion costs should be awarded was a salutary 
power under the existing state of things. He would 
suggest that the amendment should for the present be 
withdrawn with a view to his hon. and learned friend, the 
Attorney-General, considering the question in view of the 
argaments which had been advanced on each side, before 
the bringing up of the report.—On a division the clause 
was rejected by 193 to 61. 
County Courts. 
This Bill, as amended, was considered. 


Pustic Recorps (IreLanp) Acr (1867) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


July 14,—Mountcrrean Execrions (Cumunativs Vote). 

Mr. Heycate moved the second reading of this Bill— 
Mr. Cross moved the previous question, which was agreed 
to. 

ALLOTMENTS EXTENsIon. 

Sir C. Ditke moved the second reading of this BilL— 
Sir H. Setwry Inserson opposed it, and on a division it was 
lost by 164 to 118. 


Cierk or THE Peace Por LANCASHIRE. 
Mr. Haxpcastce brought in a Bill to amend the Act 
for making regulations as to the office of Clerk of the Peace 
for the County Palatine of Lancaster. 


July 15.—PHarMacy. 
This Bil], as amended, was considered. 
Canapa CopyRIGHT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Merrorouran Boarp or Works (Loans). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pustic Works (Loan). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Lenatic Asytums (IRBLAND). 
This Dill passed through committee. 
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ReGIstTRATION OF Trape Marks. 

This Bill was read a second time and ordered to be re- 
ferred to a select committee. 
CHELSEA BripcE. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Contacious Diseases (Animats) Act (1869) Amenp- 
MENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
County Scrverors’ SuperaNnvation (IRELAND). 

This Bill passed through committee. 
Pusuic Recorps (Irneranp) Act (1867) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 








Heqal Ltenrs. 


At the last sitting of the Wa..ington County Court, Mr. 
Wyune Ffoulkes, the judge, announced that in all cases 
which came before him in future he would require either 
the plaintiff to appear in person orto be represented by some 
one in his employ or by a solicitor. He would not allow 
agents to appear as had been the practice hitherto. 

In reply to Mr. Dillwyn, the Attorney-General said, on 
Thursday evening, in the House of Commons, that he was 
not in a position to say definitely whether the Patents Bill 
wovld be proceeded with in the present session, but he 
bolieved that in the early part of the ensuing week the 
Prime Minister would make a statement as to the probable 
« ‘worse of business. 

A commission of the German Reichstag appointed to re- 
poit upon the Government Bill for judicature reform hes 
recommended that tribunals of commerce, pri sided over by 
a lawyer, with two merchants as judges, should be struck 
out of the Bill. If this provision be adopted, no new tri- 
bu-als will be created; and the existing ones at Hamburg, 
Bremen, and Liibeck, with those in Saxony and the Rhine 
provinces, Alsace and Lorraine, wi'l be abolished. — 

At the Kirkdale Quarter Sessions, on Wednesday, in a 
case izom Widnes, in which a wife was charged with 
unlawfully wounding her husband, the jury, after the 
assault had been clearly proved, returned a verdict of not 
guilty, as they considered there must have been provoca- 
tion. The presiding magistrate said he must really ask the 
jury to reconsider their verdict, as there had been no 
evidence of provocation. Afcer ivrther deliberation the 
je-y, through their foreman, returned the following ver- 
dict: We find the prisoner not guilty; it was simply a 
family quarrel. 

The following are the special questions in the 
jurisprudence department for discussion at the 
Brighton Congress, in addition to other voluntary sub- 
jects: — International Law Section. — What, if any, 
e~e the modifications required in the existing law of 
nations? And how may municipal law be best brought 
*\to haimony with international obligations ? Municipal 
Law Section.—1. Is it desirable that a prorogation of 
Parliament should effect the position cf Bills and other 
matters in progress, as it now does? 2, Is the codification 
of the law of England practicable, and, if so, in what form ? 
3, Is it possible by the creation of a special tribunal, or 
otherwise, to provide for the more satisfactory trial of 
claims for bodily injuries ? Repression of Crime Section.— 
1. Has the Prevention of Crime Act of 1871 proved satis- 
factory in its operation ? 2. What improvements are now re- 
quired in the present treatment of prisoners in county and 
borough gaols ? 

The brief charge to the jury of Judge Neilson in the Til- 
ton-Beecher case, says the Allany Law Journal, is in marked 
contrast with the address of Chief Justice Cockburn in the 
Tichborne case, The address of the former occupied only 
one hour and a half, while that of the latter required many 
days, and fiJls two ponderous volumes, The vast variocty 
of topice—social, moral, religious, political, and legal— 
which were connected with the Tilton-Beecher case, gave 
the counsel on both sides and the judge a splendid oppor- 
tunity to air their learning, the*r fancy, their rhetoric, and 
their logic. ‘This opportunity the counsel accepted, but 
the judge modestly, and, wethink, commendably, refrained 


of the case required. His charge isa model of ele 

precision, and force. It seems almost incredible that the 
case could have been presented to the jury adequately iq 
so few words. Buta careful perusal of the charge shows that 
nothing was left out which was necessary to the complete 
presentation of the case. The whole address bears marks 
of the most careful and patient consideration of all the 
material evidence, aad of the most wonderful condensation 
which our language affords. The spirit which breathes 
through the address is one of the utmost fairness and impan. 
tiality. The counsel on both sides expressed themselyes 
satisfied, and this, of itse!f, is a high testimony to the free 
dom from bias which the charge evinces. 


At a recent sitting of the Bradford County Court, Benja. 
min Brown, shopkeeper, Laisterdyke, appeared in support 
of an application asking that the judge would direct tha 
certain resolutions, arrived at at a meeting of his credi 
should be registered, the registrar of the court having 
refused to allow them to be so registered. Tho 
applicant, in answer to questions from the judge, ad 
mitted that the petition in liquidation, the accouats, the 
resolutions, the affidavits, &c., had been prepared for him 
by William Scott, an auctioneer and accountant. He meip 
tained, however, that Scott had done it out of friendship, 
and was not to be paid a farthing for the work.—His 
hononr declined to register the resolntioas, because Mr 
Scott had been practising in a Court of Bankruptcy as an 
attorney and solicitor, in the face of section 10 of the Act 
—The debtor: He has only acted as clerk.—His honour: 
You are now contradicting what you have stated. I de 
cline to direct the registrar to register these resolutions, 
You can take the case to the Chief Judge, and he wi" 
say as to whether these resolutions will be registered or 
not.—The debtor: I may say that we shall appeal.—His 
honour: The assets are about £80, and the debts about 
£400. My reason for declining to direct the registrar to 
register these resolutions is that the proceedings in the 
Cort of Bankruptey have been conducted by an auctioneer 
and accountint, and not bya solicitor. As the debtor says 
that he intends to appeal, of soarse he has funds with 
which he intends to appeal.—The debtor: I have no funds 
at all. I have been led into this matter, and parties wished 
thatit should be settled. His honour : What parties ?—The 
debtor: There is a friend of mine —— ~“—His houonr: 
Who is he ?—The debtor: Mr. Scott himself. I have been 
led into this matter.—His honour: Is Mr. Scott present? 
The debtor: No, sir, he is not. He is very ill at present 
—in a high fever.—It was then agreed that the matter 
should stand over till Mr. Scott was able to appear. 








Court Papers. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 


The following new regulations will be observed at the 
judges’ dhambers:—Before the judge, acknowledgments 
of deeds will be taken at a quarter before eleven o’clock 
precisely; adjourned summonses will be heard at eleven 
o'clock, the summonses of the day immediately afterwards, 
and counsel at half-past twelve o’clock. Judgment debtor 
summonses will be heard on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 
Fridays only, at half-past ten o'clock. Before the mastery 
summonses will be heard at eleven o’cloc and counsel at 
twelve o'clock. Summonses to be taken out and attended 
at the chambers of the court wherein the action is pending: 
The judge will not hear any summons or application 
directed by the rule of Michaelmas Term, 1867, to be heard 
by the master. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
July 16, 1875. 
Annuities, April, '65, 0} 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 
Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 6 pa 
Ditto, £500, Do, 6pm 
Ditto,£100 & £200, 6 pm. 
Bank of Bngland Stock, 6 pe 
Ct, (iast balf-year), 261 


3 per Cent, Consols, 94 

Ditto for Account, Ang 5, 943 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 949 
New 3 per Cent., 943 

Do. 34 perCont,,Jan,’¥4 
Do. 24 perCont,,Jan. '94 





from any display of anything but what the bare necessities 


Do. 5 per Cont.) Jan. 13 


Annuities, Jan,’80— Ditto or Account, 
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RAILWAY STOCK, 





Railways. (Paid. Closing Price. | 





Bristol and EXCter’ o.....seereccssserseteeeeerevesesee| 100 
ledoni . 100 
100 


f 
| 
100 : 





! 

Glasgow and South-Western ....0... | 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock Ned 

“ ssees| 100 
Great Southern and 1 
Great Western—Original......... 
Lancashire and Yorkshire - 
London, Brighton, and South Coast....... 
London, Chatham, and Dover... 
London and North-Western 
London and South Western........ eee 
Manchester, Shetield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan ..rscocsoccesserseveersesenseees 

Do., District 

Midland........... 
North British 
North Easterti.....seccessessrocesseees 
North London....... 
North Staffordshire 
South Devon ue... 
South-Eastern .., 














eeeereees 
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* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENC?. 

The Bank rate was not changed on Thursday. The 
proportion of reserve to liabilities has risen from 424 per 
ont. last week to 46} per cent. this week. There was 
ensiderable firmness in the home railway market at the 
commencement of this weck, and prices have since, on the 
whole, been steady. With the exception of somo rather 
wrious fluctuations on Monday, the foreign market has 
been firm. Consols closed on Thursday 94 to } for money 
aad the account. 








BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Forp—July 10, at 6, Southwick-place, Hyde-park-square, W., 

the wife of E. S. Ford, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Fostrer—July 14, at 79, St. George’s-square, S.W., the wife of 

Edward J. Foster, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 
Wiu1aMson—July 9, the wife of George Williamson, of Lin- 

coln’s-inn and Surbiton-hill, of a son. 


DEATHS. 

Bint—July 1, at Kingston House, Llandudno, Edward Bent, 
solicitor, of Manchester, aged 81. 

Day—July 11, Thomas I’. A. Day, barrister-at law, of 55, 
Claverton-street and Lincoln’s-inn. 

Furniss—July 11, at Endcliffe, near Sheffield, Edward Furniss, 
solicitor, aged 74. 

Ruopes—July 13, at Denmark-hill, Charles Henry Rhodes, 
of 63, Chancery-lane, aged 75. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 


By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFierp. 
Regent-street—No. 25, term 42 years—sold for £3,000. Solici- 
tors, Messrs. Parker, Lee, & Haddock, 13, St. Paul’s.church- 


Blackfriars-road—Nos. 39, 43, and 45, Stamford-street, fre ehold 
sold for £3,700. Solicitors, Messrs, Smith & Co., 82, Cra- 
ven.street, Strand. 

Notting-hill—No. 40, Norland-square, term 65 years—sold for 
£605. Solicitor, Frederick Jacob, Esq., 48, Bedford-row, 

illy—No. 27, Tichborne-street, term 12 years—sold for 
£400. Solicitor, R. Kerry, Esq., Gray’s-inn-square, W.C. 
ham Main-road—Spring-grove-house, freehold—sold for 
£1,240. Wood’s-road, Ashley-lodge, freehold—soid for 
£1,130, Solicitor, R. S. Gregson, Esq., 8, Angel-court, 
Throgmorton-street, E.C. 
By Messrs. C. C. & T. Moorr. 
St. George’s-in-Eiast—Nos. 3 and 5, Lower Chapman-street, and 
and 2, Virginia-place, term 70 years—sold for £460, 
Solicitor, F. W. Denny, Esq., 55, Coloman-street, E.C, 
w-road—No, 21, Harley-street, term 51 years—sold for £380, 
citors, Messrs. Carr, Bannister, Davidson, & Morris, 70, 
Basinghall-stroot, E.C. 
By Messrs. Rusuworru, Apnorr, & Ruan worn. 

Bedford, near to—The freehold residential property, known as 
Goldington Bury, and 63la. 2r. 33p.—sold for £50,000. 

& Smail, Bedford, 








Solicitors, Messrs, Sharman 


Essex, St. Osyth—Inclosures of land, 14a. 3r. 16p., freehold— 
sold for £630. Solicitors, Messrs. 8. F. Miller & Son, 4, 
King-street, St. James’ s-square. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissoived. 
FripDay, July 9, 1875. 

Strong, Robert Dundas, and Frederick Edgelow, 524, Bishopsgate st 

within, London, Attor sand Solicito’s. Janz 30 
Tvespay, July 13, 1875. 

Benson, John, and Wiliiam Moordaff, Cocsermouth, Cumberland, 
Attorneys and Solicitors. Dec 31 

Dawson, Henry, and John Tuer Hepworth, Leeds, York, Attorneys 
and Solicitors. June 30 

Leigh, Richard, and Thomas Ratcliff: Ellis, Wigan, Lancashire, Attor- 
neys and Solicitors. June 30 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, July 9, 1875. 
Lawirep In CHANCERY. 

Borough of Hackney Newspaper Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated June 26, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Walter and Co, St Benet’s place, Grace- 
church st, solicitors tor the petitioner. 

British Seaweed Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 7, directed t» be heard before the M.R. on July 24, 
Chauntrell and Co, Linco n's inn fields, solicitors fur the petitione:. 

Globe New Patent [roa and Steel Company, Limited.—The M.R. hag 
fixed July 19, at 12, at his chambers, fur the appointment of aa 
official liquidator. 

Kew and Richmond Tramways Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented July 6, directed to be beard before the M.R. om 
July 17. Baxters and Co, Victoria st, Westminster Abbey, solicitars 
for the petitioners. 

Liverpool and Amazon Koyal Mail Steamship Company, Limited.—The 
M.R. has fixed Tuesday, July 20, at 12, at his chambers, for the ap- 
pointment of an official! liquitator. 

S. £. Dunn and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre 
sented July 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Jaly 17. 
Pritchard and Co, Painters’ Hail, Liitie Trinity lane, ageats fer 
Storer, Manchester, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Volunteer Co-operative and General Eq Company, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, pi esented Ju'y 7, directed to be heard before 
the M.&. on July 17. Parson and Lee, Abchurch House, Sherborne 
lane, solicitors tor the petitioners. : 

West London Tramways Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented July 6, directed to be heard before the M.R. on July 17. 
Baxters and Co, Victoria s:, Wes:minster Abbey, solicitors ior the 
petitioners. 

Tuespay, July 13, 1875. 
ONLIMI?Tsp In CHANCERY. 

Liguria Gold Mining Compauy.—Petition for winding up, presented 
July 7, directed to be heard before V vlins on July 23. Vallance 
and.Vallance, Essex st, Strand, solicite * the petitioners. 

North Wales Benefit Building Societ stution for windiag up, pre- 
sented July 8, directed t» be heard beture V C. Bacon on July 24. 
Simpson, Moorgate st, agent for Kelly and C», Mold, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

LimireD In CHaNnceRY. 

Brentwood Brick and Coal Company, Limited.—Petition Jfor winding 
up, presented July 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on 
July 23. Neal, Pianer’s Halil, Old Broad st, solicitor fur the pet- 
tioner. 

Dramatic Association, Limited.—Creditors are requirei, on or before 
Aug 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to John Burke, Great James st, Bedford row, 
Friday, Aug 6, at 12, is appointe. for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the said debts and claims. 

Fairbairn Engineering Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 2, to send their na and ad tresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Sir Thomas Fairbairn, New Broad st. 
Friday, Aug 6, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims 

Felted Fabrice Depot, Limited.—Pe'ition for winding up, presented July 
8, directed to be heard before V.U. Malins, on July 23. Vallance 
and Vallance, Essex st, 5 1, solicitors for the petition. 

Nassau Phosphate Company, Limited.—Vetition for winding un, pre- 
sented July 9, directed to be heard before V.C. Hail on July 33 

Roy and Cartwright, Lothbury, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Universal Disinfector Company, Lini 


ived.—The M.R. has, by an order. aft 
dated June J6, appointed James Waddel!, Qaeen Victoria st, to d; 


official jiquidator. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frinay, July 9, 1875. 
Heyford and Aston Friendiy Society, Red Lion Inn, Steeple Aston , 
Oxford, July 7 a 
Young Tradesmen’s Society, Golden Lion Ina, Penzance. July 5 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tusspay, July 6, 1875. 
Bemish, John, High st, Putney, Plu Aug 2. 
V.C. Hall. Reeve, Bedford row 
Clark, John, Charing cross, Bank Manager, 
V.C. Malins. Johnson, Austin friacs 
Dimmock, Edward Moss, Matneld, Brenchley, Kent, E 9. Oct 1. 
Moren v McCutchan, V.C. Hall. Sawbridge, Milk st, Creapside 
Gammon, Benjamin Edwin, Loughborough park, Brixtoa, Builder. 
Sept 30. Gammon ¥ Gammon, V.C. Malins. Barnard, Leacaster 
place, Strand , : 
Gay, John, Jun, Swindon, Wilts, Surgeon, Walker v Blake, 
V.C. Malins. Townsend, Swindon 
Gomme, James, Hammersmith, Builder, July 3). 
V.C. Malns, Shepheard, Finsbary circus 
Hall, Charles John, Staubridge aries, Romsey, Hants, Esq. Jaly 
31. Medley v Hail, V.C. Hall, Footuer and Sen, Romsey 


Aviess v Taylor, 


mde. 


Ryder v clark, 


July 29. 


July 26. 


Gomme v PBrowa, 
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Leigh, John Gerard, Luton Hoo park, Esq. July 22. Rowcliffe v 
Leigh, V.C. Hall. Gregory and Co, Bedford row 

‘Longcake, John, Holme Cuitram, Cumberland, Esq. Aug 2. .Saul v 
Longcake, V.C. Malins. Saul, Carlisle 

Moody, Elizabeth, Horsebridge, Hants, July 31. King v Moody, 
V.C. Ha!!. Footner and Son, Remsey 

Nelson, Tobias, West Ferry rd, Millwall, Victualler, July 29. Nelson 
vy Wetterlund, M-R. Gellat!y and Co, Lombard court 

Nicholson. Anne, Penrith, Cumberland. Aug 25. Allen wv Nicholson, 
M.R. Little, Penrith 

Smithson, Willitm, Great Newport st, Pork Butcher. July 31, Hillier 
vy Walker, V.C. Malins. Dunster, Henrietta st, Cavendish square 

Woodward, Thomas, Chichester, Sussex, Watch Maker. July 31. Wood 
vy Woodward, V.C. Malins. Arnold, Chichester 


Farpay, July 9, 1875. 

Alcock, Ralph Henry, Huggiescote, Leicester, Gent. Sept 2. Walkden 
v Alcock, M.R. Miller,Salters’ Hal! court, Cannon st 

Copeland, Edward Capper, Stone. Staff rd, Esq. Aug 10. Copeland v 

peland, V.C. Hall. Paddock, Hanley 

Dockerill, Alfred. Licyds’, Underwriter’s Special Agent. Sept 1. 
Snowdon Slate Quarries Company, Limited, vy Havers, M.R. Crump, 
Philpot lane 

Flanders, Wiiliam, Brunswick square, Esq. July 24. 
land, V.C. Hall 

Gibbons, William Reynolds, Glamford Briggs, Lincoln, Chemist. Aug 
1, Gibbons v Gibbons, M.R. Hebb, Lincoin 

Harrington, Frances Caroline Matilda, Bath. Aug 31. Whitaker v 
Nicholls, M.R, Gaby, Bath 

Jeakins, James, Potton, Bedford, Market Gardener. July 28, Masters 
v Jeakins, V.C. Malins. Khodes, Chancery lane 

Morris, Price, Plas Clough, near Denbigh, Gent. Oct 1. 
v Hughes, V.C. Hal!. Adams, Kuthin 

Powell, Jou, Whitley, Wilts, Yeomac. Aug 10. Pearce v Powell, 
V.C. Malins. Locke, Melksham 

Bandles, John, Wrexham, Denbigh, Esq. Aug 31. 
Randles, M.R. Raimondi, Houghton st, New inn 

Reeves, Alfred John, Westcott, Surrey, Coach Smith. July 31. Rose 
v Stedman, V.C. Hall. Young, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Spencer, Sydney, Cannon st, Hotel Keeper. sept 1. Spencer v Shaw, 
M.R. Long, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Thwaite, John, Aysgarth, York. Aug 1. 
Hall. Hammond, West Karton 

Wakeling, George, Chelins‘ord, Essex, Auctioneer, 
Durrant, V.C. Ha'l. Meggy, Chelmsford 


Creditors ander 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, July 9, 1875. 

Anderton, Samuel Blakey, Bradford, York, Worsted Spinner. 
Mnmford, Bradford 

Atherton, Charles, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Gent. 
Ventnor 

Backen, James, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Yeoman, 
Wright ani Hassall, Leamington Priors 

Birch, Edmund, Barntwuod, Stafford. Aug 20. 
Lichfieid 

Boulton, Barnard James, Horncastle, Lincoln, Doctor of Medicine. 
12. Clitherow, Horncastle 

Brotherton, Mary, John st, Marylebone. 
rd, Bedford rd, Clapham 

Caplen, Cornelius, Southampton, Grocer. 


Howard v Dry- 


Morris 


Randles v 


Thwaite v Thwaite, V.C. 
Aug 5. Cornell v 


Sept 1. 


July 25. Derry, 


Aug 9 
Barnes and Russell, 
Aug 


July 39, Elliott, Ferndale 


Ang 39, Lomer, Southamp- 


astie, Robert, Dymchurch, Kent, Glazier. Sept. Stringer, New 
mney 

Cooper. William. Milton, Hants, Yeoman. July 26. Moore and Jack- 
man, Lymington, Hants 

Fox, James, Nottingham, Hair Dresser. 
Weekdsy cros#, Nottingham 

Gibson, John, Nottingham park, Gent. Octl. 
t ngham 

Goodwin, George, Brighton, Sussex,Gent. Aug 9. 


Gore, Frederick Robert, Edenbridge, Kent, Esq. Aug 15, 
and Co C liege hiil 

Greene, William, Cornwall rd, Notting hill, Gent. Aug 30. 
Bartholomew close 

Jones, Mary Ann, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey. Aug lt. 
and Howiett, King-ton-on-Thames 

Latham, Charles, Havre, France, Esq. Aug 18. Freshfields and 
Williams, Bank buildings 

Teach, John, Wandsworth common, Sarrey, Oilman. Aug 9. Pren- 
dergast. Commercial rd, E. 

Parry, Richard, Bryn-y-flordd, Carnarvon, Quarryman. July 27. 
Roberte, Bangor 

Rotherkam, Joho, sen, Coventry, Esq. Aug 20, Twist and Son, 
Coventry 

Shaw, Amelia Mary Ann, Little Tichfield st, Portland st. Aug 23. 
Eyre and Co, Jolin st, Bedford row 

Taylor, James, Kendal, Westmorland,Gent. Aug 20. Thompsor and 
Wilson, Kendal 

Thompson, James, Saltiey, near Birmingham, Gent. Aug7, 
Birmingham 

Tock, Waroer Maria, Norwich. Sept 3. Miller and Co, Norwich 

Vass, Rebecca, St Albaus, Hertford. Aug 31. Thompson and Deben- 


ham, 8t Albans 

Watson, Thomas, March, Cambridge, Farmer. Dawbain and 
Wise, March 

Wilkinson, Thomas Turner, Habergham Eaves, Lancashire, Pawn- 


broker. July 31. Nowell, Burnley 
Toespay, Jaly 13, 1875, 
ingutoten, William, Stokesley, York, Yeoman. Oct!. Wilcox, Stokes- 
€: 


Aug l4, Hunt and Williams, 
Parsons and Son, Not- 
Burn, Gresham 
Wilde 

Poole, 


Wilkinson 


Fowke, 


Aug 6. 


y 
Brown, Mary, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sept 3. Hodgeand Harle, New- 


castle-u por-Tyne 

Cawthorne, Robert, Knottingley, York, Master Mariner. 
Carter, Pcntetract 

Colson, John, Southampton, Esq, Avg 20. 


Aug 20, 


Newman, Southampton 





i 

Crighton, Frederick William, Stretford, Lanoashire, Gent, Aug 9, 
Heath and Sons, Manchester 

Crowdon, John, Falcon square, Brush Manufacturer. Aug2. Robin 
son and Preston, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Egginton, Samuel Gardiner, Glasgow, Esq. Aug 20. Chester and Co, 
Staple inn 

Goodwyn, Samue] Chapman, Covehithe, Suffolk, Farmer. Ang 19, 
Cross and Ram, Halesworth 

Hambidge, George, Summerhill Farm, Nauntov, Gloucester, Farmer, 
July 30. Brookes and Son, Stow-on-the-Wold ? 

Hammersley, Jolin, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Brewer, Aug 6. Hani, 
Macclesfield 

Heckles, Elizabeth, Low Benwell, Northumberland. Aug 14. Hopper, 
Newcastle-upon-'l'yne : 

Hilton, Anne, Selling, Kent. Aug 15. Beale and Co, Maidstone 

Huthwaite, Thomas Leng, Bilsdale, York, Aug 23. Sowerby, Stokes. 


ey 

Johnson, Augustus William, Ramegate, Esq. Sept8. Jones and Op 
Tooley st, Southwark ¥ 

Large, John, Stow-on-the-Wold, Gloucester, Gent. July 30. Brookes 
and Son, Stow-on-the- Wold 

La_ Riviere, Margaret, Lincoln terrace, Upper Holloway. Sept 1, 
Clarke, Chapel st, Bedford row 

Lawrence. Mary, Evesham, Worcester. Aug24. New and Co 

Leaf, Frederick Henry, Old Changs, Merchant. Aug 25. Tyasand 
Huntington, King st, Cheapside 

Ludgate, Peter, Artillery court, Chiswell st, Gent. Aug12. Mills 

Aug 20. Robins, Basinghall 


and Lockyer, Brunswick place, City rd 
McAll, Eleanor Mary, Clifton, Bristol. 

st 
Macleod, William, Ben Rhydding, York, Doctor of Medicine. Aug 20, 
Ford, Leeds 
Aug 14, 


Malden, William Walter, Brompton rd, Chemist. 


Crosse, 

Lancaster place, Strand 

Methven, Thomas Hill, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Gas Engineer, 
Aug 10. Salmon and Son, Bury St Edmunds 

Nicoll, Eliza, St John’s gardens, Haverstock hill. Aug 3l. Beck, East 
India avenue, Leadenhall st 

Nowell-Ustioke, Stephen Usticke, Falmouth, Cornwall, Esq. Oct8; 
Plomer, Helston 

Oldroyd, John, Cowms Lepton, York, Farmer. Oct 11. Bottomley, 
Huddersfield 

Percival, John, Warrington, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. July 430, 
Grundy, Bolton 

Pollard, Thomas, Plymouth, Devon, Coal Merchant. Sept 30. Rooker 
and Co, Plymouth 

Riley, Thomas, Liverpool, Gent. Aug 31. Garnett and Co, Liverpool 

Sinclair, Ven John, Kensington. Aug 14. Bootys and Bayliffe, 
Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Smith, John, Talbot rd, West Bayswater, Esq. Aug3l. Nicholson 
and Co, Lime st 

Stanley, Isaac, Fleetwood, Lancashire, Postmaster. Sept 1. W. Stanley, 
Dock st, Fleetwood 

Stevens, Thomas Bass, Craven villas, Ealing, Esq. Augl0. Nichol 
son and Co, Lime st 

Todge, Richard, Beguildy, Radnor, Gent. Aug8. Rowles, Ludlow, 

jalop 

Wheeldon, William, Derby, Gent, Aug 20, Gadsby, Derby 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, July 9, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must focward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Michels, Frederick Charles, Maida hill west, Livery Stable Keeper, 
Fet June2. Pepys. July 29 at ll 
Townsend, William, Charterhouse square, Furrier. Pet July6. Haslitt 
July 22 atl 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brown, Thompson, Easington, Durham, Builder. Pet July 7. Ellis. 
Sunderland, July 20 at 12 
Common, Joseph, Manchester, out of business, Pet July 5. Kay. 
Manchester, July 22 at 9,30 
Dennis, Harry, and Adam Myers Todd, Bradford, York, Drapers. Pet 
July 6. Daniel. Bradford, July 23 at 12 
Gordon, Wallace, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Toy Dealer. Pet July 6, 
Cripps. Tunbridge Wells, July 21 at 12 
Hames, John, Barnstaple, Devon, Chemist, Pet July 6. Bencraf. 
Barnstaple, July 22at lz 
Hawkins, Daniel, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Builder. PetJuly3. Gale 
Cheltenham, July 20 at 11 
Howe, John, New Brancepeth, Durham, Grocer. PetJuly 6. Marshall, 


Durham, July 21 at 11 

McRitchie, James, Didsbury, nr Manchester, Warehouseman. Pe 
July 5, Hyde. Stockport, July 23 at 11 

Medland, John, Birmiogham, Corn Dealer. Pet June 24, Chauntler. 
Birmingham, July 26 at 2 

Parnell, William, Eccleshill, York, Market Gardener. Pet July 6 
Daniel. Bradford, July 20 at 9 

Phillips, David Benjamin, Whitemill, Carmarthen, Shopkeeper. Peét 
July 38, Lloyd, Carmarthen, July 26 at 12 

Roberts, William, Colwyn, Denbigh, Builder. Pet July 6. Jonet 
Bangor, July 21 at 12 

Robinson, Adam, Crookrise, York, Farmer. Pet July 6. Danie 
Bradford, July 20 at 9 

Shirley, George, Croydon, Surrey. Pet July 5. Rowland, Croydom, 
July 23 at2 

Whitehouse, William, Openshaw, Lancashire, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet July 6. Kay. Manchester, July 22 at 9.30 

Torspay, July 13, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 

Gosling, Edwin, New Ormund st, Quesn square, out of business. Pee 
Jaly 8. Pepys. July 39 at 11 

Holden, Howard Ashton, Moorgate st, Financial Agent, Pet Jaly %& 

Pepys. July 29 at 12,30 
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fodson, William, Harrow rd, Omnibus Proprietor. Pet July 8. Pepys. 
29 at 12 
Bb Eéward. Fenchurch st, Attorney. 
ly 29 at 1 

<eaieton. Robert MeJan, Mile End rd, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 
' "30, Roche. July 27 atl 

Wainwright, Henry, Whitecnapel rd, Brush Manufacturer, Pet July 

10, Roche. July 27 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

fedford, William Thomas, Halifax, York, Watcu Maker, Pet July 8. 

Rankin. Halifax, July 26 at U1 

Bockloy, Benjamin, and Jacob Buckley, Brassington. Derby. Limestone 

Merchants. PetJuly 8 Weller. Derby, July 27 at 12 

Coner, John, Blyth, Northumberland, Draper. Pet Jaly7. Mortimer. 

Newcastle, July 27 at 12 

firth, John, Haifax, York, Slater. Pet July 8. Rankin. 

July 29 at 11 

a. William Rowland, Polemere, Salop, Farmer. Pet July 10. 

Peele. Shrewsbury, July 24 at 11 

BANKRUSTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 9, 1875. 

Anster, William, Folkestone, Kent, Marine Store Dealer, July 2 
Berwics, Willinin Alexander, Portsmouth, Hants, Lieutenant in Her 

Majesty’s 42nd Regiment. July 5 

TuE*Day, July 13, 1875. 
, Thomas, Richmond rd, West Brompton, Builder. May 7 
Ryley, Edward Charles, Great Prescott st, Whitechapel, Solicitor. 


Pet July 8. Pepys. 


Halifax, 


July 





ay 26 
faith, James, Ho!linwood, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. July 9 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripar, July 9, 1875. 
Allen, William, Luton, Bedford, Horse Dealer. July 21 at 11 at offices 
ot Scargill, King st, Luton 
Anthony, Isaac, Tyrbach, Pentregethin, Glamorgan, Farmer. 
19 at 3 at officesof Glascudine, Fisher st, Swansea 
Atkinson. Henry, Scarborough, Yerk, Grocer. July 22 at 12 at offices 
of Dawber, Westborough, Scarborough. Calvert, Scarborough 
Baines, Charles, Luddington, Lincoln, Grocer. July 16 at 2 at offices 
of }earson and Burtonshaw, Crowle 
Berriman, Robert, Norton, York, Draper. July 26 at 2 at the George 
Inv, New Malton, Simpson 
Birchall, George, Wavertree, near Liverpool, Watch Maker. July 28 
at 12 at offices of Boult, Cook st, Liverpool 
Band, James, Bradford, York, Tobacco Dealer. July 23 at 4 at offices 
of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
brasier, Alfred, Lordship lane, East Dulwich, Oilman. July 24 at 12 
at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 
Brown, Ambrose, Gracechurch st, Tailor. July 22 at 8 at offices of 
Reed and Lovell, Guildhall chambers 
Burton, Jonathan, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. July 23 at 12 at 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 
Butler, Edward, Hedsor, Buckingham, Farmer, Jaly 27 at 11 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Praed st, Paddington. Britton, maidenhead 
Butt, Hugh James, Manch Ir « July 26 at 3 at offices of 
Addieshaw and Warburton, King et, Manchester 
le, James Mayhew, Chester, Commission Agent. July 24 at 2 
at offices of Ellis, Eastgate st, Chester 
Chard, Wiiliam, Bristol, Provision Merchant. July 20 at 2 at offices 
of Parsone, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Curk, Henry John, Bishop Stortford, Hertford, Watch Maker. July 
36 at 12 at offices of Baker, Corn Exchange, Bishop Stortford 
Chrk, William, Wallington, Surrey, Nurseryman. July 21 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Young, Gray’s inn square 
y, Setn Purnell, Easterton, Wilts, Dealer, July 21 at, 11 at 
Offices of Day, St John st, Devizes 
Criswick, Theophilus, Swansea, Glamorgan, Colliery Proprietor. July 
21 at 3 at offices ot Smith, Somerset place, Swansea 
vies, James, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer, July 19 at 12 at offices 
of Glascodine, Fisber st, Swansea 
Davies, Richard, Liverpool, Grocer. July 21 at 3 at offices of Barrell 
and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 
Dickiason, William Thomas, and George William Smith, Vigo st. 
Regent st, Jewellers. July 27 at 2 at offices of Richardson and 
Saddler, Golden square 
Drew, John, Birmingham, Manufactarer of Edge Tools, July 19 at 11 
at offices of Sn ith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Drommond, John, Armagh rd, Old Ford, Gum Merchant. Aug 3 at 2 
at offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st without 
Bioft, James Edwin, Lytham, Lancashire, out of business, July 29 at 
Sat offices of Rylunce and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 
Robert, Hiuckley, Leicester, Grocer. July 23 at 2 at the 
George Hotel, Murket place, Hinckley. Preston 
Teehnleio, Emile, Hamsell st, Commission Merchant, July 21 at 3at 
Offices of Collins and Wilkinson, King William st 
, James, Yattendo3, Berks, Baker. July 22 at 10.15 at offices of 
Cave, Newbury 
William, Kiddermiaster, Worcester, Pork Butcher. July 23 at 
Sat offices ot Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 
) Elijah, and Antrobus Jay, Oldland, Gloucester, Boot Manu- 
—— July 23 at 11 at offices of Ward, Albion chambers, Broad 
risto 
Gates, Alfred James, Lincoln, Tobacconist, July 31 at 11 at offices of 
bee and Larken, Bank st, Lincoln 
in, Joseph, Oxford st, Dealer iu China. July 27 at2 at 482, 
Oxford st. Minter, Folkestone 
» James, York, Smallware Dealer. July 28 at 1 at offices of 
Wilkinson, St Helen's square, York 
James, Bury, Lancashire, Rope Manufacturer, July 23 
& 3 at offices of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 
Griftths, Stephen, Llether, Pembroke, Labourer. July 22 at 10,15 at 
Offices of Howell, Purk st, Lianelly 
Grove, Richard, Falmouth, Cornwall, Draper. July 23 at 11 at offices 
Ouse and Sons, Bedford st, Ply th. Rooker aud Co, 





Plymouth 





Hawke, Francis Robert, Plymouth, Devon, Shipwright. July 29 at 12 
at offices of Beer and Rundle, Ker st, Devonport 

Hender:on, William, Haredean, Northumberland, Farmer. July 21 at 
2 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 

Hill, Michael, Holsworthy, Devon, Saddler. July 24 at 12 at offices of 
Bencraft, Bridge Hall chambers, Barnstaple 

Hird, Johu, Bradford, York, Beerselier, July 22 at 10 at offices of 
Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Hobbs, Henry, Edward st west, Deptford, Job Master. July 24 at3 at 
offices of Scard and Son, Deptford bridge, Greenwich 

Holmes, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. 
July 21 at 10.30 at the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Cooper, Congleton 

Hyman, Mayer, Liverpool, Clothier. July 26 at 3 at offices of Nordon, 
Cook st. Liverpool 

Keeping, William, Bristol, out of business, 
Essery, Guildhail, Broad st, Bristol 

Kenney, William, Rochdale, Lancashire, Coachman. 
ottices of Ashworth, Yorkshire st, Rochdale 

Key, Adam, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Grocer. 
of Wicks and Burn, Castlegate, Cockermouth 

Ladds, William Henry, Birmingham, Builder, July 22 at1l2 at offices 
of Ladbury, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Landon, Henry Robert, East rd, City rd, Human Hair Merchant. 
July 19 at 11 at offices of Kent, Basinghall st. verry, Borough High 
st, London bridge 

Lonngren, Lauritz Philip, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Timber Merchant. 
July 21 at 12 at offices ot Robson, Town Hall, Gateshead-on-Tyne 

Lumley, David, Cooper’s rd, Old Kent rd, out of business, July 19 at 3 
at offices of Lewis, Hatton garden, Holborn 

Mellor, Joseph, Stainland, Halifax, York, YarnSpinner. July 22 at 11 
at offices of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Miller, Alexander, jun, Dewsbury, York, Cabinet Maker. July 27 at 
10.30 at offices of Scholes and Sons, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Nelson, Henry Arthur, Hulme, Manchester, Grocer. July 21 at 3 at 
offices of Hurdings and Co, Princess st, Manchester 

O’Sullivan, Thomas, Sutherland square, Walworth, Merchant’s Clerk, 
July 16 at 4 at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Patterson, William, West Hart.epool, Metal Broker. July 20 at 3 at 
the Vane Arms Hotel, Stockton-on-lees. Sewell, Newcastle-upon- 


July 17 at 11 at offices of 
July 21 at 3 at 
July 27 at 2 at offices 


Tyne 

Pethick, William Henry, Plymouth, Builder. July 19 at 11 at offices of 
Bishop, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Reay, William, Sunderland, Durham, Agent. 
Bell, Lambton st, Sunderiand 

Richards, Frederick Perkins, Southsea, Hants, Draper. July 23 at 
11.30 at 145, Cheapside, King, Portsea 

Richardson, James Blair, Blyth, Northumberland, Painter. 
2 at offices of Lynn, Waterloo rd, Blyth 

Rigby, John, Bury, Lancashire, out of business, 
of Anderton, Gardenst, Bury 

Roberts, James, Bridgewater, Somerset, Hotel Keeper. 
offices of Reed and Cook, King’s square, Bridgewater h 

Rowling, John, and John Aldham Sharp, Cambridge, Builders. July 
23 at 1! at offices of Rance and Son, St Andrew’s st, Cambridge 

Saunders, Rey John Goulding, Purbrook, Hants. July 20 at3 
at offices of Feltham, Union st, Portsea 

Shackleton, William, Hollinwood, Lancashire, Draper. July 21 at 3 
atthe Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Blackburn and 

Smith. Ol: iham 

Sharp, Thomas Beatt, Higher Broughton, Lancashire, out of business, 
July 27 at 4 at offices of Thorley and Hampson, St James's square, 
Manchester 

Shute, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Root Maker. July 21 at 1 at offices 
of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Stephens, Bute 
crescent, Cardiff 

Tate, John, and Charles Gledhi!l, Golcar, Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth 
Manufacturers. July 26 at 3 at offices of Ramsden and Sykes, John 
William st, Huddersfield 

Thomas, John, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. July l6at 2 at offices of Evans, 
Queen st, Carmarthen 

Thompson, John, Birmingham, Bricklayer. July 21 at li at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldoury 

Tobias, Meyer Isaac, Narborough, Leicester, Wine Merchant. July 24 
at 2 at the Castle and Falcon Hotel, St Martin’s-le-Grand. Wilson 

Tompkins, Stephen, Bristol, Clothier. July 21 at 12 at offices of 
a s and Co, The Exchange, Bristo!. Benson and Thomas, 

risto! 

Vipond. J oseph, Penrith, Cumberland, Rate Collector. July 19 at3 at 
ws Board kKoom, Public Offices, Sandgate, Penrith. Cant and 

airer 

Von Hagen, Louise, New Bond st, Milliner. July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Goldberg, West st, Moorgate st 

Ward, William John, Leader st, Chelsea, Tripe Dresser. July 19 at 1 
at offices of Smyth, Rochester row, Westminster 

Webber, Edward John, Walbrook, Wine Merchant. July 19 at 2 at offices 
of Arnold, Finsbury pavement 

Westfield, George Henry, Kingston-upon-Hall, Grocer, July2l at 3 at 
the George Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. Harland, Squire lane, Brid- 
lington 

Whitehouse, Abraham, jun, Birmingham, out of business. July 23 at 
1) atthe Acorn Hotel, Temple st, birmingham. Ansell, Temple st, 
Birmingham ‘ 

Young, Adam, Aylesford, Kent, Grocer. July 22at 3 at offices of 
Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone 

Tuespar, July 13, 1875. 

Adamson, Henry, jun, and John Saunders Adamson, Mark lane, Ship 
Owners. July 30 at 12 at offices of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse 
yard. Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Aspden, John, Manchester, Baker. July 26 at 3 at offices of Chew and 
Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Ballardie, Thomas Anderson, Great Dunmow, Essex, Upholsterer. Aug 
5 at 11 at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse yard. Darfield and Bruty 

Bamford, George, Rochdale, Lancashire, Grocer. July 25 at 3at offices 
of Holland, Baillie st, kochdale 

Barker, William, Marske-by-the-Sea, York, Grocer. Ju'y 29 at 2 at 
13, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees, Fawcett and Co 


July 16 at 2 at offices of 


July 20 at 
July 22 at 3 at offices 


July 23 ati2 at 
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Barron, Louis, Greek st, Soho, Foreign Provision Dealer. July 30 at 3 
at offices of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st, Crook and Smith, Fen- 
church st 

Bartle, Stephen, Wingate Colliery, Durham, Mattress Maker. July 28 
at 2 atthe Three TunsIun, Durham. Todd, Hartlepool 

Beane, William, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Coal Merchant. July 27 at4 
at offices of Stone and Simpson, Church rd, Tunbridge Wells 

Blakey, Thomas, Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. July 27 at 10 at 
offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Briscoe, William Croxon, Liverpoo!, Nautical Instrament Maker, July 
26 at 2 at offices of Winstanley, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Brooks, Philip Richard, Praed st, Paddington, out of business. July 20 
at 3 atoffices of Goatly, Bow st, Covent garden 

Bryant, George, Bedford st, Covent garden, Grocer. July 26 at 12 at 
offices of Burton and Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Byrne, Robert, Bootle, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. July 27 at 2 at 
Offices of Hughes, Lord st, Liverpool 

Calvert, George, and Walter Calvert. Newington, York, Builders. July 
4 4 2 at the George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Hull. Walker and Spink, 


1 
Caswell, William, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Upholsterer. Aug 3 at 2 


at offices of Howse, Staple ina, Holborn. Morris 

Ghambers, John, Rye lane, Peckham, Corn Dealer. July 26 at 1 at offices 
ofChinnery and Aldridge, Fenchureh st 

Chambers, Joseph Rock, Birmingham, Fishmonger. Jualy 24 at 10.15 
at o'fices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Chandler, Robert, Glynde, nr Lewes, Sussex, Grocer. July 26 at 3 at 
the Star Hotel, Lewes. Penfold, Brighton 

Clare, Joseph, Northwich, Cheshire, Book-keeper. July 24 at 11 at 
offices of Fletcher, Castle st, Northwich 

Cole, Thomas, Leeds, Hairdresser. July 26 at 3 at offices of Walker, 
East parade, Leeds 

Coulson, James, Carrington, Lincoln, Wheelwright. July 26 at 1 at 
the Red Lion Inn, Boston. White 

Coutts, William, Francis Magowan, and Joseph Chadwick, Leeds, Twine 
Manufacturers, July 27 at 3 at offices of Routh, Royal Insurance 
buildings, Park row, Leeds. Hewson 

Davies, George, Birmingham, Carpenter. July 28 at 3 at offices of 
Canning, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Dufour, Eligabeth, and James Francis Dufour, Stockton, Durham, 
pene. July 26 at 11 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on- 


ees 

Evans, Thomas Jenkins, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Tailor. July 22 at 1 at 
offices of Griffith and Corbett, Quay st, Cardiff. Randall, Bridgend 

Fitt, George, Norwich, Stationer. July 22 at 12 at offices of Clabburn, 
London st, Nor@ ich 

Fletcher. William, Wombwell, York,Shopkeeper. July 23 at 3 at offices 
of Marshall and Ownsworth, Charch st, Barnsley 

Foulkes, Edwin, Carnarvon, Draper. July 23 at 2 at the Castle Hotel, 
Bangor. Jones and Roberts, Carnarvon 

Goodfellow, Nicholas, Caerphilly, nr Cardiff, Grocer. July 22 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Grylis, Isaiah James, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Plumber. July 29 at 11 
at offices of Howell, Park st, Lianelly 

Guy, Edward, Ince-in-Mackerfield, Lancashire, Beokseller, July 26 at 
2 at offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 

Hammond, William, jun, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. July 28 at 3 at 
Offices ot Sadd and Linay, Church st, Theatre st, Norwich 

Hardinguam, Charles Swinburne,Cumberland place, King’s rd, Chelsea , 
Grocer. July 20 at l atoffices of Cogswell, Railway approach, Lon- 
don bridge. Grueber, Railway approach, London bridge 

Heath, Emanuel, Tipton, Stafford, Grocer. July 22 at 11 at offices of 
Travis, Church Jane, Tipton 

Hill, William, Cropley st, New North rd, Hoxton, Brassfounder. Aug 
5 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Fenton, 
Ball’s Pond rd, Islington 

Hockram, Thomas, Openshaw, Manchester, Grocer. July 27 at 3 at 
offices of Marriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Holder, John, Clifton, Bristol, Grocer. July 26 at 12 at offices of Benson 
and Thomas, Broad st, Bristoi 

Horner, John, Rassa, nr Beaufort, Brecon, Innkeeper. July 28 at ll at 
offices of Shepard, Castle st, Tredegar 

Humphry, Eli John, Aston New town, Warwick, Commission Agent, 
July 28 at 3 at offices of Baller and Bickley, Moor st, Birmingham 

Haunt, Ralph, Preston, Tea Dealer. July 26 as 11 at offices of Forshaw, 
Cannon st, Preston 

Hyde, Robert, Bradford, York, Cotton Warp Winder, July 26 at 4 at 
offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Irving, Edward, Huddersfield, York, Dyer. July 23 at 11 at offices of 
Armitage, Lord st, Haddersfield 

James, Thomas, Cwmavon, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 26 at 1 at the 
Swan Hotel, Bridge st, bristol. Tennant, Aberavon 

Jenkins, John Oliver, Exeter, Cattle Dealer. July 24 at 4at the Swan 
Inn, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon 

Johnson, Robert, Hartford, Cnesbire, Shopkeeper. July 22 at 3 at 
offices of Cheshire and Son, Northwich 

Jones, Thomas Rowland, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Boot Maker. Jaly 28 
at 3 at offices of Lawrence and Dixon, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Kay, Samuel, Bury, Lancashire, Mattress Maker, July 26 at3 at 
offices of Grundy and Co, Union st, Bury 

Kerrod, Edward, Willenhall, Stafford, Butcher. July 26 at 11 at 
offices of Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Kirtley, John, Guisborough, York, Plamber. July 26 at 1 at offices of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Lawrence, William, Manchester, Upholsterer, July 24 at 10 at offices 
of Bent, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Lowdon, Joseph, Mickley equare, near Stocksfield, Northumberland, 
Grocer. Jaly 24 at 12 at offices of Wright, John st, Sunderland 

Lowes, Thomas, and James Henry Webster, Liverpool, Snuff Manu- 
facturers, July 27 at 3 at offices of Barrell and Rodway, Lord st, 


Liverpool 
Magson, Henry, Whittaker, Lancashire, Travoller, July 28 at 3 at 
offices of Roberts ard Son, John st, Rochdale 
Martin, William, Moxley, Stafford, Charter Master. July %4 st 11 at 
of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Massey, William, Weston, Salop, Farmer. July 27 at 11 at offices of 
Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
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McGregor, James, Normanton, York, Stonemason, July 23 at 3a 
offices of Wainwright, George st, Wakefield 

Merrick, Henry Augustus, jan, Bristol, out of business. July 21 at? 
at offices of Reckingham, Broad st, Bristol 

Mills, Henry William, sen, and Henry William Mills, jun, Queen's ti, 
Shoreditch, Brace Manufacturers. July 29 at 3 at offi :es of Hollo. 
way, Ball's Bond rd, Islington. Fenton, Albion terrace, Kingslang 

Oldershaw, John, Accrington, Lancashire, Chemist. July 27 ar3 at 
offices of Holland, Northgate, Blackburn 

Parfitt, Henry, Wimpole st, Marylebone, Doctor of Medicine, July 
22 at 2 at offices of Jonas, Mitre court, Temple 

Pearson, Thomas, Preston, Lancashire, Provis‘on Dealer. July 23 at 
3 at offices of Roose and Price, North John st, Liverpool. Edelstog, 
Preston 

Pounder, Allan, Marske, York, out of business. July 26 at 2 at offices 
of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesb »rough 

Powell, John James, Worcester, Grocer, July 23at 11 at offices 9 
Corbett, Avenue House. Worcester 

Proctor, Thomas, Nottingham, Confectioner. July 26 at 12 at Offien 
of Heath, St Peter’s Church walk, Noctingham 

Porcall, Ferdinand Albert, High st, Marylebone, Doctor of Medicing, 
July 27 at 12 at offices of Smith, Gresham Housg, Old Broad st 

Robinson, Adam, and Huram Ackroyd, Bradford, York, Cotton Warp 
Dyers, July 28 at 3 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Sabben, James Thompson, Northumberland House, Stoke Newi 
Doctor of Medicine. July 26 at 2 at the City Terminus Hotel, 
Cannon st. Cooke, Spr ng gardens 

Saysell, Samuel, Flaxley Meen, Gloucester, Grocer. July 23 at 12 at 
otices of Whatley and Son, Michael ean, Gl 

Scholes, Peter, Bury, Lancashire, Plasterer. July 26 at 3 at offices of 
Anderton, Garden st, Bury 

Siliitoe, John, Fazeley, Stafford, Butcher. Jily 24 at 10.30 at offices of 
Nevill and Atkins, Tamworth 

Smeaton, Joseph, Castleford, York, Rope Maker. July 31 at 12 at the 
North Eastern Hotel, Custleford. Arundel, Pontefract 

Smith, Joseph, Keighley, York, Machine Maker. July 30 at 2 at 
offices of Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire buildings, Keighley 

Street, Alfred, West Hoathly, Sussex, Grocer. July 26 at 2.30 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 

Sutton, William, Newington, fork, Builder, July 23 at 12 at th 
George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Hull. Walker and Spink, Hull 

Swann, William, Scarborough, York, Innkeeper. July 30 at3 @ 
offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 

Thomas, Abraham, Hightown, Lancashire, Hotel Keeper. July 28 at} 
at offices of Yates and Co, Water st, Liverpool 

Thompson, Frederick Gordon, Brighton, Sussex, Gent, Aug 3 at 3a 
offices of Brandreth and Gray, Middle st, Brighton 

Thompson, John Paul, Liskeard, Cornwall, Grocer. July 28 at 14 
offices of Dawe, Union terraee, Plymouth. Raby, Liskeard 

Timewell, Arthur Thomas, Acre lane, Brixton, Builder. July 29 at? 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Chapman 

Timmins, Edward, Stourbridge. Worcester, Ironmonger. July 27 atll 
at offices of Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Tyler, John Henry, Abbey st, Bermondsey, Enginesr, Aug 4at3a 
offices of Beard and Son, Basinghall st 

Walker, John, Clevendon, Somerset, Draper. July 26 at 12 at offices 
of Murly and Son, Old Post Office chambers, Bristol 

Walker, Thomas, Bowness, Westmorland, Boatman. July 26 at IL# 
at offices of Fisher and Gatey, Greve House, Windermere 

White, James George, Bedford, Draper. July 23 at 12 at officesd 
Tebbs, St Peter’s green, Bedford 

Williams, Eli, Maesyecwmmer, Monmouth, Boot Manufacturer. July# 
at 1 at offices of Simmons and Ple ws, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Williams, Hugh, Abergele, Denbigh, Coal Merchant. July 26 atl? é 
the Bee Hotel, Rhyl. Davies, Holywell 

Williams, William, Pepler rd, Old Kent rd, Messenger. July 31 at! 
at offices of Podmore, Union court, Old Broad st 

Willis, John, and Christopher Willis, Bradford, York, Brass Founders, 
July 23 at 11 at offices of Wood and Killick, Commercial Bank 
buildings, Bradford 

Wilson, John, George Wilson, and Edward Wilson, Leeds, Woolles 
Manufacturers, July 23 at 2 at offices of Simpson and Burrell 
Albion st, Leeds 

Wiseman, John, Birmingham, Painter. July 26 at 3 at officsad 
Rooke, Argyie chambers, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Young, David, Gracechurch st, Wine Merchant. July 30 at 2 atl, 
Old Jewry chambers. Russel! and Co 
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UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant item 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 

apon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, whe 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepare 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at aot 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors ‘eas | choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company alm 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE Pe MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Beaty 
Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL’S DITTO. 
ORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, & 
ESTABLISHED 16389. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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